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FOREWORD 


As  SOCIETY  becomes  more  complex,  policy  decisions  must  be  built 
increasingly  on  an  underlay  of  facts.  Over  the  years  the  Social 
Security  Administration  has  been  concerned  with  acquiring  the 
factual  basis  for  understanding  and  evaluating  the  impact  of  the 
social  security  program  on  individuals  and  on  the  economy.  Some 
of  the  information  that  is  needed  can  be  derived  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  program  itself — the  size  of  benefits,  the  age  at  which 
they  are  claimed,  the  number  of  years  during  which  they  are 
drawn.  But  for  other  information  relating  to  the  characteristics 
of  beneficiaries  and  their  circumstances,  one  must  go  to  the 
people  involved. 

This  report  summarizes  the  findings  of  a  major  survey  of 
persons  aged  62  and  over  conducted  in  1963.  It  gives  a  picture 
of  the  size  and  sources  of  their  incomes  and  assets,  their  living 
arrangements,  their  medical  expenditures,  and  other  major  aspects 
of  their  life.  Much  of  the  information  was  used  by  the  Social 
Security  Administration,  the  Advisory  Council  on  Social  Security, 
and  the  Congress  in  formulating  and  considering  legislative  pro- 
posals which  led  to  the  1965  amendments  to  the  Social  Security 
Act.  The  detailed  tables  and  full  analysis  are  brought  together  in 
this  monograph  for  the  use  of  students  and  scholars  generally. 

The  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  was  planned  and  the  analyses  of 
the  data  carried  out  under  the  general  direction  of  Lenore  A. 
Epstein.  The  primary  authors  and  persons  who  assisted  in  the 
analysis  and  writing  of  different  portions  of  the  report  are  listed 
at  the  opening  of  each  part. 

In  the  planning  stage,  Mollie  Orshansky  made  notable  contribu- 
tions, particularly  in  the  design  of  a  scheme  for  prorating  assets. 
Lawrence  D.  Haber,  Thomas  Karter,  James  C.  Callison,  and 
Suzanne  K.  Perlman  played  an  important  role  in  planning  and 
also  during  one  or  more  phases  of  the  data  processing.  Gladys  B. 
Ziskin  was  responsible  for  the  remarkably  complete  match  of 
survey  and  OASDHI  record  data.  Special  help  in  planning  for  the 
tabulation  of  program-related  data  came  from  Edna  C.  Went- 
worth,  George  Trafton,  Rena  L.  Kling,  and  Francis  J.  Crowley. 
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Dena  Motley  had  general  responsibility  for  editorial  coordina- 
tion and  helped  recast  for  the  monograph  material  that  appeared 
originally  in  the  Social  Security  Bulletin. 

The  Social  Security  Administration  wishes  to  acknowledge  the 
contribution  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  which  was  responsible 
for  the  collection  and  tabulation  of  the  data,  and,  in  particular, 
that  of  George  E.  Hall,  Assistant  Chief  for  Research  and  Method- 
ology, Demographic  Surveys  Division.  Special  thanks  go  to  the 
older  people  throughout  the  United  States  who  contributed  the 
time  and  effort  required  to  furnish  answers  to  the  many  detailed 
questions.  The  information  they  provided  is  for  statistical  pur- 
poses only.  Strict  procedures  were  followed  at  each  stage  of  collec- 
tion and  processing  to  insure  confidentiality  of  the  data  obtained 
by  interview  and  from  the  records  of  the  Social  Security  Admin- 
istration. 

The  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  provides  a  benchmark  against 
which  to  measure  future  changes  in  the  circumstances  of  this 
group  in  our  population.  Because  of  the  dramatic  change  that 
has  occurred  with  the  new  program  of  health  insurance  for  the 
aged,  such  a  benchmark  becomes  all  the  more  important.  Through 
program  statistics  and  through  future  surveys,  we  plan  to  follow 
the  fortunes  of  the  aged — as  well  as  other  groups — to  provide  a 
continuing  basis  for  evaluating  the  adequacy  of  the  social  security 
program  and  the  extent  of  our  progress  toward  the  goal  of  eco- 
nomic security. 

Ida  C.  Merriam, 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  Research  and  Statistics. 


December  1966. 
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Chapter  1 


SCOPE  OF  THE  SURVEY 
AND  SUMMARY  OF  FINDINGS 

All  who  are  concerned  with  social  policy,  whether  as  admin- 
istrators, legislators,  advisors,  scholars,  or  citizens,  feel  the  need 
of  a  broader  base  of  facts  than  personal  observation  and  experi- 
ence can  provide.  Ever  since  the  aged  first  began  receiving  social 
security  benefits  in  1940,  questions  have  been  raised  concerning 
the  income,  assets,  employment,  health,  and  living  arrangements 
of  the  beneficiaries  that  could  be  answered  only  through  systematic 
surveys  of  the  beneficiary  population.  Between  1941  and  1949, 
surveys  were  made  in  the  metropolitan  areas  of  Philadelphia- 
Baltimore,  St.  Louis,  three  southern  cities  (Birmingham-Memphis- 
Atlanta)  ,  Los  Angeles,  Boston,  and  12  middle-sized  Ohio  cities. 

In  1951  and  in  1957,  nationwide  surveys  of  aged  beneficiaries 
were  undertaken,  differing  from  the  earlier  ones  only  in  the  tech- 
niques involved  in  conducting  surveys  that  were  national  rather 
than  local  in  scope.  The  issues  on  which  information  was  desired 
were  similar  to  those  of  the  earlier  studies.  These  surveys,  useful 
though  they  were  in  providing  insights  into  the  financial  situation, 
health,  and  living  conditions  of  beneficiaries,  could  not  relate  such 
findings  to  those  aged  65  and  over  who  were  not  receiving  benefits. 
The  latter,  to  be  sure,  are  forming  a  smaller  and  smaller  propor- 
tion of  the  aged  population.  In  1951,  more  than  three-quarters 
of  those  65  and  over  were  nonbeneficiaries ;  by  1957,  about  half, 
and  by  1962,  less  than  a  third.  On  the  other  hand,  provisions  per- 
mitting retirement  at  actuarially  reduced  benefit  rates  at  ages 
62  to  64  had  become  effective  for  women  under  the  1956  amend- 
ments to  the  Social  Security  Act,  and  for  men  under  the  1961 
amendments.  By  the  end  of  1962,  nearly  two-fifths  of  the  popu- 
lation in  this  age  group  were  receiving  such  benefits.  Information 
that  would  assist  in  evaluating  the  adequacy  of  the  benefits  for 
those  aged  62  to  64  as  well  as  for  those  65  and  over  was  therefore 
needed. 

The  major  purpose  of  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  was  thus 
to  measure  the  economic  and  social  situation  of  a  representative 
sample  of  all  persons  aged  62  and  over  in  the  United  States  in 
order  to  serve  the  detailed  information  needs  of  the  Social  Security 
Administration  and  of  the  Statutory  Advisory  Council  on  Social 
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Security  appointed  in  1963.  In  considering  adequacy  of  benefit 
levels  and  the  retirement-test  provisions,  such  information  was 
needed  not  only  for  beneficiaries  under  the  Old-Age,  Survivors, 
Disability,  and  Health  Insurance  (OASDHF)  program,  but  also, 
on  a  comparable  basis,  for  other  aged  persons. 

The  survey  collection  took  place  in  early  1963,  with  most  of  the 
information  relating  to  the  year  1962.  The  Bureau  of  the  Census 
was  responsible  for  the  sample  design  and  the  collection  and  tabu- 
lation of  the  data.  The  universe  was  composed  of  the  civilian 
population  aged  62  and  over  residing  in  the  50  States  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Institutional  residents  were  included.  The 
basic  interview  unit  for  the  survey  was  an  ''aged  unit,"  defined 
as  a  married  couple,  either  member  of  which  was  aged  62  or  older, 
or  a  nonmarried  person  who  was  aged  62  or  older.  About  8,500 
aged  units  consisting  of  about  11,000  aged  persons  was  the  ex- 
pected sample  size;  altogether,  useful  questionnaires  were  com- 
pleted for  7,515  aged  units,  a  completion  rate  of  about  88  percent. - 

Results  from  the  survey  were  released  through  presentation 
of  major  findings  to  the  Advisory  Council  in  late  1963  and  early 
1964,  a  series  of  articles  in  the  Social  Security  Bulletin,  research 
notes,  and  papers  given  at  meetings  of  professional  societies  by 
members  of  the  staff  of  the  Social  Security  Administration.  Data 
from  the  1963  survey  were  among  those  utilized  in  the  congres- 
sional hearings  that  preceded  passage  of  the  1965  act,  establishing 
health  insurance  for  the  aged  as  well  as  providing  certain  im- 
provements in  social  security  insured  status  and  benefit  provisions. 

The  present  monograph  assembles,  organizes,  and  expands  these 
materials.  Social  scientists  interested  in  a  number  of  problems 
of  the  aged  population  in  addition  to  those  of  income  maintenance 
and  health  care  may  find  here  data  relevant  to  their  special  area 
of  concern:  employment  and  retirement  of  the  aged;  housing  and 
homeownership ;  assets  and  debts;  food  expenditures;  or  family 
structure  and  living  arrangements.  Most  of  the  information  is 
presented  for  OASDHI  beneficiaries  and  for  nonbeneficiaries, 
separately  as  well  as  in  combination ;  for  those  aged  65  and  over ; 
and  also  for  the  three  age  groups  62  to  64,  65  to  72,  and  73  and 
over.  The  data  are  shown  for  married  couples  and  the  nonmar- 
ried, or  for  all  men  and  women,  as  is  appropriate  to  the  subject. 

^  In  this  report,  the  current  terminology,  "OASDHI,"  has  been  adopted, 
although  the  health  insurance  provisions  were  not  enacted  until  1965. 

-  See  appendix  A  for  a  more  detailed  description  of  sample  design  and  other 
methodological  aspects  of  the  survey,  including  the  match  of  data  from  the 
sample  respondents  on  benefits  against  social  security  records.  The  question- 
naires used  in  the  survey  are  reproduced  as  appendix  B. 
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The  discussion  focuses  on  comparisons  among  these  subgroups 
rather  than  on  summary  descriptions  of  all  "the  aged."  This  ap- 
proach reflects  program  interest  in  studying  the  adequacy  of 
benefit  levels  and  the  effect  on  retirement  rates  of  various  pro- 
gram provisions. 

ECONOMIC  SITUATION 

The  low-income  status  of  a  majority  of  the  aged  has  long  been 
a  matter  of  knowledge  and  concern.  The  major  reason,  too,  is 
clear.  In  a  society  in  which  more  than  two-thirds  of  the  personal 
income  of  its  members  is  derived  as  wages  and  salaries,  diminish- 
ing employment  leads  to  curtailed  income.  Reduced  earnings  with 
increasing  age  may  occur  through  compulsory  retirement  policies, 
poor  health,  lessened  ability  to  compete  with  younger  age  groups 
in  the  labor  market,  desire  for  leisure,  or,  in  the  case  of  widows, 
the  death  of  a  spouse.  Whatever  the  cause  of  retirement,  payments 
under  social  security,  other  public  programs,  or  private  pension 
plans  are  far  smaller  than  the  earnings  they  replace.  And  if  re- 
tirement income  is  not  available,  such  sou^xes  as  savings,  veterans' 
benefits,  public  assistance,  or  contributions  by  relatives  must  suf- 
fice. These  latter  sources,  of  course,  also  supplement  retirement 
income. 

Sources  of  income. — In  the  aggregate,  including  spouses  under 
age  65,  nearly  two-fifths  of  the  income  of  people  aged  65  and  over 
in  1962  was  from  retirement  programs :  30  percent,  social  security 
benefits ;  6  percent,  railroad  retirement  and  other  government  pro- 
grams; and  3  percent,  private  pensions.  With  the  addition  of  vet- 
erans' benefits  (4  percent)  and  public  assistance  (5  percent),  it 
is  evident  that  public  programs  provided  nearly  half  the  income  of 
the  elderly  (45  percent).  Nevertheless,  earnings  were  still  an 
important  source  of  income  for  the  aged;  they  provided  nearly  a 
third  of  the  income ;  income  from  assets — interest,  dividends,  and 
rents — provided  almost  half  as  much.  Other  miscellaneous  sources, 
including  small  amounts  of  contributions  from  relatives  not  in  the 
household,  made  up  the  remaining  5  percent. 

Size  of  income. — As  for  the  size  of  income,  the  best  summary 
measures  are,  perhaps,  $2,875,  the  median  income  of  married 
couples  aged  65  and  over,  and  $1,130,  the  median  income  of  non- 
married  men  and  women  aged  65  and  over.  The  emphasis  of  the 
study,  however,  was  not  so  much  on  providing  overall  measures 
as  on  recognizing  and  describing  the  diversities  within  the  older 
population.  Thus,  it  is  more  relevant  to  compare  the  median  in- 
comes of  the  major  subgroups:  the  OASDHI  beneficiaries  and 
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nonbeneficiaries ;  the  three  age  groups  62  to  64,  65  to  72,  and  73 
years  and  over;  and  the  three  marital  groups  (couples,  nonmar- 
ried  men,  and  nonmarried  women).  It  is  revealing  to  array  these 
groups  by  size  of  median  income,  per  person,  from  the  group  with 
the  highest  income,  the  nonbeneficiary  married  couples  aged  62 
to  64  with  $5,900  ($2,950  per  person) ,  to  the  group  with  the  low- 
est income — nonbeneficiary  women  aged  73  and  over,  half  of  whom 
had  incomes  of  less  than  $720  (see  chapter  3). 

The  importance  of  earnings  in  providing  a  higher  level  of  in- 
come for  those  in  the  younger  age  groups,  who  are  more  apt  to 
be  employed,  and  the  importance  of  OASDHI  benefits  in  keeping 
income  from  falling  to  the  lowest  levels  when,  with  advancing 
age,  labor-force  participation  is  greatly  curtailed,  is  suggested  by 
the  fact  that  of  the  nine  nonbeneficiary  groups,  five  had  the  highest 
median  incomes,  and  four  had  the  lowest.  The  highest  incomes 
were  reported  by  those  aged  62  to  64,  and  by  married  couples  and 
nonmarried  men  aged  65  to  72;  nonbeneficiary  women  aged  65 
to  72,  with  their  low  earning  power,  ranked  with  the  three  73- 
year-old-and-over  nonbeneficiary  groups  at  the  low  end  of  the 
array.  The  proportion  of  income  from  public  assistance  was  mark- 
edly higher  in  these  groups  than  in  any  others. 

The  role  of  benefits. — The  intermediate  position  of  the  bene- 
ficiaries indicates  the  role  of  social  security  benefits  in  reducing 
the  need  for  assistance  when  earnings  are  reduced  through  retire- 
ment. Nevertheless,  this  point  should  not  be  overstressed.  Al- 
though proportionately  more  nonbeneficiaries  than  beneficiaries 
received  public  assistance,  there  was  a  considerable  number 
of  beneficiaries  who  did  receive  public  assistance,  because  of 
medical  care  costs  or  because  of  low  benefit  amounts,  unsupported 
by  income  from  other  sources.  In  1962,  a  substantial  number  of 
people  were  receiving  the  minimum  benefit  of  $40  per  month  pay- 
able to  a  worker  who  retired  at  age  65  or  to  an  aged  widow,  and 
some  received  even  less  because  they  had  chosen  an  actuarial  re- 
duction to  obtain  a  benefit  before  they  reached  age  65.  It  is  clear 
that  most  of  those  who  claimed  OASDHI  benefits  before  they 
reached  age  65,  did  so  because  they  needed  the  benefit;  their  lim- 
ited earnings  apparently  made  even  a  reduced  benefit  attractive. 
Although,  in  general,  those  aged  73  and  over  had  the  lowest  in- 
comes among  the  beneficiary  groups,  the  incomes  in  the  62-to-64 
age  groups  were  not  very  different.  Women  with  benefits  based  on 
their  rights  as  widows,  however,  ranked  above  other  beneficiaries 
in  the  62-to-64  age  range,  since  there  was  no  actuarial  reduction 
for  a  widow's  benefit  at  age  62. 
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Disadvantaged  beneficiaries. — Particularly  disadvantaged  bene- 
ficiaries were  the  subject  of  special  study  (see  chapter  6).  They 
were  the  beneficiaries  who  received  the  minimum  primary  insur- 
ance amount,  widows  whose  entitlement  to  benefits  was  based  on 
their  husband's  work  record,  and  beneficiaries  who  were  first 
entitled  to  benefits  in  1955  or  earlier. 

Twice  as  large  a  proportion  of  nonmarried  people  as  of  couples 
were  receiving  benefits  based  on  the  minimum  primary  insurance 
amount,  $40  at  the  time  of  the  survey.  At  this  level,  also,  there 
were  more  retired  women  than  widows  or  nonmarried  men.  Fac- 
tors which  resulted  in  small  benefits  likewise  precluded  much  in 
the  way  of  other  sources  of  income.  Thus,  minimum  benefits  were 
apt  to  signify  a  generally  unfavorable  financial  situation. 

Comparing  two  groups  of  widows — those  whose  benefits  were 
based  on  their  husband's  work  record  and  those  whose  benefits 
were  based  on  their  own  record — the  former  had  higher  median 
benefits,  but  the  latter,  because  a  larger  proportion  of  them  had 
worked  in  1962,  had  higher  median  income. 

Comparison  of  the  1963  survey  data  for  beneficiaries  who  were 
entitled  before  1956  with  data  from  the  1957  survey  of  bene- 
ficiaries provided  a  basis  for  evaluating  changes  in  income  over  a 
6-year  period.  Beneficiaries  who  had  been  entitled  before  1956 
had  less  real  income  in  1962  than  5  years  earlier.  Although  the 
amount  of  their  benefits  had  increased  in  the  interim,  income  from 
other  sources  had  decreased  as  assets  had  been  drawn  upon  and 
ability  to  work  diminished.  These  beneficiaries  of  longer  standing 
were  also  less  well  off  than  those  whose  entitlement  had  begun 
in  the  6-year  interim  between  the  two  surveys,  because  the  bene- 
fits of  the  more  recently  entitled  beneficiaries  were  based  on  earn- 
ings in  a  period  of  higher  employment  rates  and  wage  levels. 
Larger  earnings,  in  turn,  would  have  enabled  more  accumulation 
of  assets,  and  in  the  shorter  period  in  retirement  there  would 
likely  have  been  less  depletion  of  these  assets. 

Income  groups. — The  summary  descriptions  of  the  income  situa- 
tion of  various  groups  of  the  aged  have  generally  been  made  in 
terms  of  the  medians.  Analyses  have  also  been  made  in  terms  of 
income  thirds;  that  is,  the  married  couples,  the  nonmarried  men, 
and  the  nonmarried  women  65  and  over  have  been  arrayed  by  the 
size  of  their  money  income,  in  order  to  examine  the  characteristics 
of  those  in  the  low  thirds,  the  middle  thirds,  and  the  top  thirds 
(see,  for  example,  chapter  3,  table  3.9) . 

Measures  of  need. — These  procedures,  however,  do  not  answer 
the  question  often  asked:  How  many  of  the  aged  had  ''too  little" 
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income?  or  an  amount  "inadequate  to  meet  their  needs"?  or,  as 
the  question  is  currently  phrased,  How  many  were  ''in  poverty"? 
Any  such  counts  of  the  aged  poor  require  not  only  information 
about  the  amount  of  income,  but  also  a  standard  of  adequacy,  or  a 
poverty  line.  To  determine  the  levels  of  income  for  families  of 
different  size,  age,  and  sex  composition  that  will  be  accepted  as 
providing  ''enough"  or,  conversely,  below  which  adequate  stand- 
ards cannot  be  attained  is  clearly  difficult.  At  some  point,  what- 
ever the  formula  or  procedure,  judgmental  decisions  must  be 
made.  Nevertheless,  several  such  measures  have  been  developed 
and  widely  used:  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  "modest  but 
adequate"  budgets  and  the  two  criteria  adopted  by  the  Social 
Security  Administration. 

The  income  cut-off  points  below  which  families  were  counted  as 
"poor"  or  "near  poor"  were  determined  for  the  social  security 
studies  by  using  income/food  expenditure  relationships  together 
with  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  food  plan  costs.^ 

The  proportion  of  income  that  must  be  used  for  food  has  long 
been  regarded  as  an  indicator  of  the  standard  of  living.  Com- 
monly, high-income  families  spend  more  dollars  for  their  food 
than  low-income  families  but  nevertheless  use  a  smaller  share  of 
total  income  in  doing  so.  Studies  of  food  consumed  by  nonfarm 
families  in  the  United  States  showed  that,  on  the  average,  the 
expenditures  for  food  came  to  just  over  one-fourth  (27  percent) 
of  family  money  income  (after  taxes)  for  aged  families. 

The  food  plans  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  suggest  quan- 
tities and  types  of  food  that  meet  desirable  nutritional  goals  and 
at  the  same  time  conform  to  the  common  food  preferences  of 
American  families.  The  low-cost  food  plan  has  often  been  used 
as  a  guide  for  families  who  must  watch  food  expenses  because  of 
low  income  or  who  choose  to  do  so  for  other  reasons.  There  is 
also  an  economy  plan  which  will  still  provide  adequate  nutrition 
at  about  one-fourth  less.  The  cut-off  points  arrived  at  by  pricing 
these  two  food  plans  in  1962  and  estimating  income  were,  for 
married  couples  aged  65  and  over,  $2,470  and  $1,850.  For  inde- 
pendent living,  one  person  needs  considerably  more  than  half  as 
much  as  two  who  share  a  home ;  the  estimates  for  the  nonmarried, 
taking  this  into  account,  were  $1,745  and  $1,470. 

3  The  Social  Security  Administration  poverty  criteria  and  the  characteristics 
of  the  poor  have  been  described  by  Mollie  Orshansky  in  a  series  of  articles  m 
the  Social  Security  Bulletin.  See  especially  "Counting  the  Poor:  Another 
Look  at  the  Poverty  Profile"  (January  1965)  for  a  description  of  the  method; 
and  the  section,  "Age  and  Poverty"  in  the  article  "Recounting  the  Poor — A 
Five- Year  Review"  (April  1966).  For  the  other  two  articles  in  the  series,  see 
the  July  1965  and  May  1966  issues. 
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The  less  stringent  of  these  measures  approximates  estimates 
released  in  1963  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  which  placed 
the  cost  of  a  ''modest  but  adequate"  level  of  living  at  $1,800  for 
an  aged  person  alone  and  $2,500  for  a  retired  couple.^  The  cost 
figures  were  adapted  from  those  developed  for  retired  couples 
renting  their  home  in  the  fall  of  1959  ^  in  20  large  cities  in  order 
to  allow  for  reduced  costs  resulting  from  homeownership  and 
somewhat  lower  costs  in  the  smaller  communities  and  to  take 
account  of  the  differences  in  costs  for  those  living  alone. 

The  number  with  inadequate  income. — These  standards  may  be 
used  with  the  distributions  presented  in  this  report  to  estimate 
the  number  of  the  aged  in  various  groups  with  "too  little"  income. 
For  example,  24  percent  of  the  5.4  million  married  couples  with 
at  least  one  member  aged  65  or  over  would  have  been  classified 
as  poor,  and  another  17  percent  as  near  poor — some  1.3  million 
in  the  first  group,  some  2.2  million  in  the  total  poor  and  near-poor 
categories.  More  nonmarried  units  fell  below  the  poverty  lines; 
nearly  65  percent  of  the  8.7  million  aged  65  and  over  were  poor, 
another  8  or  9  percent  near  poor.  Larger  proportions  of  non- 
beneficiaries  than  of  beneficiaries,  and  of  women  than  men,  fell 
within  these  categories.  About  two-fifths  of  the  beneficiaries  aged 
65  and  over  were  poor  by  this  measure,  compared  with  about 
three-fifths  of  the  nonbeneficiaries. 

All  couples  and  nonmarried  persons  were  included  in  these 
calculations  of  the  aged  who  could  not  be  considered  economically 
independent  on  the  basis  of  the  money  income  reported  in  the 
1963  survey.  Those  sharing  a  home  with  relatives,  a  common 
living  pattern  among  widows  and  other  nonmarried  women,  were 
included  in  order  to  provide  a  measure  of  those  who  could  or 
could  not  live  independently  if  they  wished  and  if  their  health 
permitted. 

Living  arrangements. — Even  when  the  major  reason  an  older 
unit  lives  with  a  son  or  daughter  or  other  relative  is  not  economic 
but  a  continuation  of  previous  arrangements,  affectional  ties,  or 
concern  for  the  physical  welfare  of  the  older  person,  such  arrange- 
ments do  have  their  financial  aspects.  Normally,  there  are  savings 

4  Willard  Wirtz,  statement  in  Hearings  Before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, House  of  Representatives,  Eighty-eighth  Congress,  on  Medical  Care 
for  the  Aged,  November  18-22,  1963,  and  January  20-2U,  19 GU- 

5  Margaret  S.  Stotz,  "The  BLS  Interim  Budget  for  a  Retired  Couple," 
Monthly  Labor  Review,  November  1960;  Mollie  Orshansky,  "Budget  for  an 
Elderly  Couple:  Interim  Revision  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,"  Social 
Security  Bulletin,  December  1960;  "Technical  Note:  Estimating  Equivalent 
Income  or  Budget  Costs  by  Family  Type,"  Monthly  Labor  Review,  November 
1960. 
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involved ;  as  the  number  in  a  household  increases,  the  expenses  do 
not  increase  proportionately.  Such  economies  are  very  difficult 
to  assess,  and  so  also  are  the  monetary  and  nonmonetary  transac- 
tions, formal  or  informal,  that  take  place  within  such  groups,  and 
no  attempt  to  do  so  was  made  in  the  1963  survey.  The  survey 
data  show,  however,  that  a  larger  proportion  of  the  aged  with 
very  low  incomes  (less  than  $1,000  for  the  nonmarried,  $2,000  for 
the  married  couples)  than  of  those  with  higher  incomes  lived 
with  relatives.  This  tendency,*  more  prevalent  among  married 
couples  and  nonmarried  women  than  among  nonmarried  men,  was 
also  reflected  in  the  lower  median  incomes  of  those  living  with 
relatives  than  of  those  who  live  alone,  with  nonrelatives,  or  in 
institutions  (see  chapter  12).  More  than  half  the  nonmarried 
women  with  incomes  of  less  than  $1,000  and  nearly  one-third  of 
the  married  couples  with  incomes  below  $2,000  lived  with  rela- 
tives. 

A  majority  of  all  units  aged  65  and  over,  however,  did  not  live 
with  relatives — nearly  three-quarters  of  the  couples  and  three- 
fifths  of  the  nonmarried.  But  when  the  I71/2  million  persons  aged 
65  and  over  are  considered,  less  than  a  third  of  the  total,  about  5 
million,  lived  alone.  Of  the  7.8  million  men,  more  than  two-thirds 
were  married;  about  a  tenth  were  nonmarried  and  living  with 
relatives ;  about  a  fifth  kept  house  for  themselves,  were  in  institu- 
tions, or  lived  with  nonrelatives.  Of  the  9.7  million  women, 
roughly  a  third  had  husbands ;  a  third  were  with  relatives,  usually 
children;  and  a  third  were  living  apart  from  relatives,  most  of 
them  in  their  own  household.  About  4  percent  of  both  men  and 
women  were  in  institutions.  Proportionately  more  than  four  times 
as  many  nonbeneficiaries  as  beneficiary  men  and  women  were  in 
institutions.  It  is  also  suggestive  that  less  than  half  of  those  in 
institutions  reported  living  children  as  compared  with  86  percent 
of  all  who  were  or  had  ever  been  married,  or  with  78  percent  of 
all  nonmarried  women  and  67  percent  of  the  nonmarried  men. 

Contributions  by  relatives. — Financial  responsibility  for  rela- 
tives is  not  limited  to  sharing  living  arrangements.  Direct  con- 
tributions to  the  older  unit  by  relatives  outside  the  household  may 
be  made  in  the  form  of  cash  or  in  the  form  of  bills  paid  for  the 
elderly.  Less  than  5  percent  of  the  units  received  cash  contribu- 
tions, and  the  contributions  constituted  less  than  1  percent  of  the 
total  income.  However,  for  some  groups  the  proportion  receiving 
contributions  was  not  insignificant.  Of  the  nonmarried  women 
aged  65  and  over  not  living  with  relatives,  for  example,  6  percent 
received  cash  contributions,  well  over  half  in  amounts  of  $100  or 
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more.  More  numerous  were  those  receiving  help  with  payment  of 
bills. 

Assets. — Although  money  income  is  the  customary  and  cer- 
tainly the  best  single  measure  of  the  economic  situation  of  any 
population  group,  the  financial  position  is  better  understood  if 
asset  holdings  and  amount  of  debt  are  also  known  (see  chapter  4) . 

The  median  value  of  the  asset  holdings  of  couples  aged  65  and 
over  was  $11,180;  nonfarm  homes  accounted  for  almost  one-third 
of  total  assets.  When  equity  in  the  home  was  excluded,  the  median 
value  of  the  assets  of  married  couples  was  $2,950.  Nonmarried 
men  and  women  had  less  than  one-third  these  amounts.  Savings 
in  the  form  of  financial  assets — deposits  in  banks  and  savings 
accounts,  U.S.  savings  bonds,  marketable  securities,  and  collectible 
loans  to  others — may  be  especially  important  as  a  resource  if  seri- 
ous illness  strikes  or  other  emergencies  arise.  More  than  two- 
fifths  of  total  assets  were  in  these  forms,  and  more  than  half  of 
these  were  liquid  assets.  Investment  in  other  real  estate  and  in 
a  farm  (the  farm  home  was  treated  as  part  of  the  value  of  the 
farm)  or  business  constituted  the  remainder,  about  a  quarter,  of 
asset  holdings.  Personal  debts  were  very  small  in  relation  to 
assets — about  1  percent.  Approximately  75  percent  of  the  mar- 
ried couples  and  90  percent  of  the  nonmarried  men  and  women 
reported  no  personal  debt. 

Asset  holdings,  especially  financial  assets,  increased  as  income 
increased.  Because  of  a  difference  in  the  rate  of  increase  between 
home  equity  and  financial  assets,  the  relative  importance  of  these 
forms  was  quite  different  between  low  and  high  income  groups. 
In  the  low  income  third,  more  than  half  the  holdings  were  in  home 
equity;  only  a  fourth  was  in  the  form  of  financial  assets.  In  the 
top  income  third,  half  the  assets  were  in  the  form  of  financial 
assets  and  only  a  fourth  in  home  equity.  In  general,  the  propor- 
tion owning  assets  and  the  median  amounts  of  these  holdings 
declined  with  age. 

Prorated  assets. — It  is  because  of  this  income/assets  relation- 
ship that  the  count  of  those  with  "too  little"  is  not  greatly  modi- 
fied when  assets  are  combined  with  income  to  define  the  financial 
position  of  the  aged.  A  measurement  was  devised,  combining  the 
data  on  the  income  and  assets  of  the  survey  units,  as  well  as  their 
age  and  sex.  Called  ''potential  income,"  it  involved  an  arbitrary 
proration  of  assets,  plus  earned  interest,  over  the  expected  life  of 
the  survey  units.  Although  a  statistical  construct,  it  provided  a 
means  of  grouping  units  with  approximately  the  same  economic 
position  when  both  income  and  assets  are  considered  and  thus  for 
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showing  how  the  size  distribution  of  current  money  income  would 
be  altered  when  assets  are  taken  into  account  this  way  (see 
chapter  5) .  It  is  estimated  that  the  count  of  the  aged  poor  would 
be  reduced  by  about  10  percent  if  all  assets  other  than  the  home 
were  considered  invested  and  prorated  for  use  over  the  average 
years  of  life  remaining. 

Median  incomes  were  increased  about  10  percent  when  pro- 
rated assets  excluded  the  owned  home  and  more  than  30  percent 
when  equity  in  the  owned  home  was  included.  The  increases  in 
the  medians  were  appreciably  greater  for  those  aged  73  and  over 
than  for  those  aged  62  to  64  or  65  to  72,  because  of  the  shorter 
period  of  life  expectancy  for  which  assets  were  prorated.  The 
differences  in  the  medians  tended  to  be  a  few  percentage  points 
larger  for  beneficiaries  than  for  nonbeneficiaries  and  larger,  both 
in  dollar  amounts  and  relatively  for  units  with  earned  income, 
than  for  those  with  no  earned  income. 

These  findings  point  up  in  one  more  way  that  asset  holdings 
were  larger  at  the  higher  income  levels  than  at  the  lower.  The 
inequalities  in  the  distribution  of  income  were  greater  for  poten- 
tial than  for  actual  income. 

Food  and  housing  expenditures. — Income  as  defined  in  the  1963 
survey  included  only  cash  items  and  excluded  nonmoney  income 
such  as  the  estimated  value  of  food  and  housing  received  without 
direct  expense.  There  were  many  homeowners  among  the  aged; 
about  three-fourths  of  all  married  couples  and  nearly  two-fifths 
of  the  nonmarried  aged  65  and  over  were  homeowners,  with  about 
85  percent  of  the  homes  free  of  mortgages.  As  indicated  above, 
equity  in  the  home  formed  a  substantial  proportion  of  all  assets. 
Although  no  imputation  of  the  rental  value  of  the  owned  home  or 
of  homegrown  food  was  made,  expenditures  for  food  and  housing 
were  studied  (see  chapter  13).  It  was  found,  for  example,  that 
the  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  couples  who  main- 
tained a  separate  household  during  all  of  1962  were  some  15  per- 
cent greater  for  renters  than  for  those  who  owned  their  homes, 
mortgage-free. 

Income  also  excluded  such  nonrecurring  items  as  inheritances, 
gifts,  lump-sum  life  insurance,  refunds,  or  awards  for  damages. 
Only  4  or  5  percent  reported  the  receipt  of  such  miscellaneous 
items,  and  although  to  individual  recipients  they  may  indeed  have 
been  important,  they  seemed  in  the  aggregate  not  to  be  a  signifi- 
cant feature  of  the  financial  situation  of  the  elderly. 
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EMPLOYMENT  AND  RETIREMENT 

Retirement  is  an  issue  faced  by  most  people  some  time  in  their 
sixties.  It  is  a  major  step,  which  affects  the  individual  and  also 
the  society  of  which  he  is  a  part.  On  the  aggregate  level,  retire- 
ment decisions  affect  the  labor  force,  the  market,  and  the  cost  of 
public  and  private  retirement  insurance  programs.  The  ''decision" 
has  not  been  a  real  one  for  many — those  who  could  not  get  jobs 
if  they  wanted  them  either  because  of  market  conditions  or  be- 
cause of  their  own  poor  health  or  disability.  With  the  growth  in 
public  and  private  retirement  benefits,  however,  more  and  more 
of  the  aged  have  a  real  choice :  work  or  retirement. 

Retirement  can  be  defined  in  a  number  of  ways.  The  most  in- 
clusive measure,  for  example,  would  include  all  those  who  did  not 
work  full  time  the  year  around — that  is,  35  or  more  hours  a  week 
and  50  or  more  weeks  in  the  year.  According  to  this  measure, 
almost  9  out  of  10  men  aged  65  and  over  in  the  survey  were 
retired.  A  rather  different  measure  counts  all  persons  receiving 
some  type  of  retirement  benefit,  even  though  they  may  still  be 
working ;  it  excludes  persons  who  do  not  qualify  for  a  retirement 
benefit,  even  though  they  may  have  stopped  working.  Eight  out 
of  10  men  aged  65  and  over  had  retired  according  to  this  measure. 
Another  measure  includes  only  those  who  did  not  work  at  all  in 
the  preceding  year — about  two-thirds  of  all  aged  men  in  1963.  A 
measure  important  in  the  analysis,  the  proportion  who  did  not 
work  or  worked  less  than  6  months  at  full-time  jobs  during  1962, 
counted  as  retired  83  percent  of  the  men  aged  65  or  over  and  95 
percent  of  the  women  (see  chapter  8) . 

Retirement  rates  and  occupation. — Since  men  in  higher-paid 
occupations  generally  have  more  savings  and  other  resources  for 
retirement  income  than  do  those  in  the  low-paid  jobs,  it  might 
be  expected  that  they  would  be  more  likely  to  retire.  The  evi- 
dence from  the  1963  survey  showed  the  reverse  to  be  true;  a  larger 
proportion  of  men  in  the  lower-paid  than  in  the  higher-paid  occu- 
pations had  retired.  Among  women,  on  the  other  hand,  retirement 
rates  were  about  the  same  for  the  lower-paid  and  higher-paid 
occupations. 

Reasons  for  retirement. — Among  male  wage  and  salary  workers 
who  had  stopped  working  at  regular  full-time  jobs  within  the 
previous  5  years,  only  28  percent  had  retired  for  such  voluntary 
reasons  as  desire  for  leisure,  being  needed  at  home,  or  dissatisfac- 
tion with  their  job.  The  others  retired  for  such  reasons  as  poor 
health,  a  compulsory  retirement  age,  or  being  laid  off.  There  is 
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some  evidence,  however,  that  the  proportion  of  those  retiring 
voluntarily  has  been  increasing.  Women  give  voluntary  reasons 
for  retiring  twice  as  frequently  as  men  do. 

Men  with  full-time  jobs  in  1962  were  asked  if  they  planned 
to  stop  work  or  to  work  less  in  1963.  Thirty  percent  answered 
''yes.''  More  than  a  third  gave  reasons  related  to  poor  health  or 
the  infirmities  of  age.  Nonbeneficiaries  gave  "eligibility  for  re- 
tirement benefits  in  1963"  as  the  main  reason  for  planning  to 
stop  work  or  to  work  less. 

Earnings. — In  spite  of  the  fact  that  only  about  a  fourth  of  all 
persons  aged  65  and  over  were  employed  at  some  time  in  1962, 
earnings,  as  indicated  in  the  discussion  of  the  financial  situation 
of  the  aged,  continued  to  be  important,  both  to  the  aged  themselves 
and  to  the  total  economy.  Men  with  any  work  earned  an  average 
of  $2,500;  for  women,  the  average  was  not  much  more  than  half 
as  much.  For  men  who  worked  full  time  the  year  round  (50  or 
more  weeks),  average  earnings  were  $4,260  (see  chapter  7). 

Earnings  decreased  with  advancing  age  for  both  men  and 
women  and  for  full-time  as  well  as  part-time  workers.  It  re- 
mained the  pattern  for  each  of  the  age  groups  even  when  the 
number  of  weeks  worked  was  held  constant,  as,  for  example, 
among  full-time,  year-round  workers.  Thus,  not  only  did  the 
aged  work  less  with  advancing  age,  but  in  addition  they  worked 
at  jobs  that  were  lower  paid. 

For  beneficiaries,  the  earnings  pattern  was  somewhat  different. 
Older  beneficiaries  earned  more  than  younger  beneficiaries,  partly 
because  more  of  the  former  were  working,  particularly  at  full- 
time,  year-round  jobs.  Other  complex  factors  were  doubtless  oper- 
ating, but  the  net  effect  was  to  produce  marked  differences  at 
different  ages  between  the  earnings  of  beneficiaries  and  nonbene- 
ficiaries. The  average  earnings  were  more  than  five  times  as  high 
for  nonbeneficiary  men  as  for  beneficiary  men  up  to  the  age  of 
72;  but  among  men  over  age  72,  beneficiaries  earned  more  than 
twice  as  much  as  nonbeneficiaries. 

HEALTH  CARE  AND  COSTS 

The  need  for  information  on  the  health  of  the  population  and 
the  utilization  and  costs  of  medical  services  has  been  widely  recog- 
nized in  recent  years.  For  example,  the  Health  Interview  Survey 
of  the  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  as  part  of  a  continu- 
ing study  since  1957,  has  obtained  extensive  data  on  the  health  of 
the  population  not  in  institutions  and  on  utilization  of  various 
services  by  different  age  groups,  limited  data  on  personal  health 
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expenditures  in  1962,  and  reports  on  hospital  insurance  coverage 
in  the  second  half  of  1959  and  in  1962-63.6  The  Health  Informa- 
tion Foundation  conducted  cross-section  studies  of  personal  health 
expenses  relating  to  1952-53  and  1955-57  and  1962-63."^  Ethel 
Shanas  directed  a  study  by  the  National  Opinion  Research  Center 
on  the  health  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  in  the  noninstitutional 
population.^  In  its  1951  and  1957  surveys,  the  Social  Security 
Administration  obtained  information  on  hospital  utilization  and 
means  of  meeting  health  care  costs  for  a  nationwide  sample  of  all 
aged  OASDHI  beneficiaries.  The  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  how- 
ever, is  the  first  nationwide  survey  of  the  entire  aged  population, 
including  those  in  institutions. 

The  1963  survey  was  designed  to  relate  data  on  the  extent  of 
care,  particularly  in  short-stay  hospitals,  the  costs  of  medical  care, 
the  extent  of  health  insurance  coverage,  and  other  means  of  meet- 
ing such  costs,  to  the  economic  and  demographic  characteristics  of 
the  aged.  These  data  were  used  in  planning  for  extension  of  the 
social  security  system  to  provide  protection  against  hospital  costs 
for  the  aged,  and  they  now  provide  a  benchmark  against  which  to 
study  the  effect  of  the  health  insurance  provisions  of  the  1965 
amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act. 

Hospital  utilization. — A  person  aged  65  or  over  in  1962  had  about 
1  in  7  chances  of  going  to  a  general  or  short-stay  hospital  during 
the  year  and  he  could  expect  to  be  hospitalized  for  an  average  of 
21/^  weeks;  he  had  about  1  in  25  chances  of  going  to  a  long-stay 
medical  facility,  where  he  would  spend  an  average  of  37  weeks. 
While  nearly  four-fifths  of  those  who  went  to  a  short-stay  hospital 
in  the  course  of  the  year  had  one  stay,  17  percent  had  two  stays, 
and  4  percent  had  three  or  more  stays.  The  average  length  of  stay 
per  episode  was  15  days  (see  chapter  9). 

Increased  use  of  medical  facilities  accompanies  advancing  age. 
About  1  in  every  8  persons  aged  65  to  72  and  1  in  every  7  persons 
aged  73  and  over  were  in  short-stay  hospitals  during  the  year. 


6  Reports  from  the  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  B,  Health 
Statistics  from  the  U.S.  National  Health  Survey,  PHS  Publication  No.  584 
(February  1958-February  1963)  ;  and  Series  10,  Data  from  the  Health  Inter- 
view Survey,  PHS  Publication  No.  1000  (1962—),  (Washington,  D.C.:  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office) . 

Odin  W.  Anderson,  Patricia  Collette,  and  Jacob  J.  Feldman,  Changes  in 
Family  Medical  Care  Expenditures  and  Voluntary  Health  Insurance  (Cam- 
bridge, Mass.:  Harvard  University  Press,  1963);  and  Ronald  Andersen  and 
Odin  W.  Anderson,  "Trends  in  Personal  Health  Spending,"  Progress  in  Per- 
sonal Health  Spending,  Vol.  XIV,  No.  5  (November-December,  1965). 

8  Ethel  Shanas,  The  Health  of  Older  People:  A  Social  Survey  (Cambridge, 
Mass.:  Harvard  University  Press,  1962). 
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compared  with  1  in  9  of  those  aged  62  to  64.  Utilization  of  long- 
stay  hospitals  and  nursing  homes  increases  even  more  as  age  ad- 
vances. The  rate  in  1962  increased  from  about  1  out  of  50  persons 
aged  65  to  72  to  1  out  of  15  for  those  aged  73  and  over.  If  data 
for  decedents  had  been  included,  even  higher  rates  with  advancing 
age  would  undoubtedly  result. 

In  1962,  the  discharge  rate  was  more  than  one-fourth  higher 
for  aged  persons  with  hospital  insurance  coverage  than  for  those 
without.  The  higher  discharge  rate  for  the  insured  was  offset 
by  longer  stays  for  the  noninsured,  so  that  the  total  number  of 
days  of  care  for  the  latter  was  slightly  greater  than  for  the 
insured.  This  fact  suggests  that  persons  without  insurance  tend 
to  postpone  entering  a  short-stay  hospital  until  the  need  is  critical 
and  that  they  then  require  longer  periods  for  recovery.  Conversely, 
it  appears  that  those  with  hospital  coverage  take  advantage  of 
their  insurance  status  to  obtain  needed  hospital  care  without  delay 
and  so  recover  faster.  Aged  persons  with  insurance  are  also 
more  likely  to  be  hospitalized  for  short  periods  for  diagnostic 
services.  In  general,  the  hospital  utilization  rates  were  higher 
among  OASDHI  beneficiaries  than  nonbeneficiaries,  regardless  of 
hospital  insurance  coverage. 

Physician  care. — It  is  generally  assumed  that  at  least  one  con- 
tact a  year  with  a  physician  is  desirable  as  a  preventive  measure 
at  any  age  and  that  some  treatment  is  likely  to  be  necessary  in  the 
course  of  a  year,  particularly  for  older  people.  Nevertheless,  some 
30  percent  of  the  persons  aged  65  and  over  said  they  had  not  seen 
a  doctor  during  1962. 

The  number  of  consultations  was  closely  related  to  self-evalua- 
tion of  health.  For  both  men  and  women  who  reported  on  their 
health  (about  three-fourths  of  the  sample),  the  proportion  with- 
out care  was  only  about  one-third  as  large  for  those  saying  they 
were  in  poor  health  as  for  those  describing  their  health  as  good. 
Conversely,  the  proportion  reporting  24  or  more  visits  during 
the  year  was  about  four  times  as  large  for  those  reporting  poor 
health  as  for  the  latter.  Declining  health  rather  than  advancing 
age  in  itself  leads  to  more  frequent  visits  to  the  doctor. 

Nearly  half  the  respondents  did  not  think  they  had  seen  a 
doctor  as  often  as  they  should.  A  larger  proportion  of  those  in 
the  lowest  income  third  than  in  the  top  third  so  reported.  The  data 
on  doctor  visits  in  general  suggested  that  those  most  in  need  of 
care,  the  low  income  group,  were  least  likely  to  receive  it. 

Medical  care  costs. — Increasing  awareness  of  the  problem  of 
medical  care  costs  of  the  Nation's  elderly  population  culminated 
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in  the  passage  of  the  health  insurance  provisions  of  the  Social 
Security  Amendments  of  1965.  Medical  care  costs  in  general,  and 
hospital  costs  in  particular,  had  been  rising  more  sharply  than 
prices  of  many  other  items  and,  in  the  case  of  the  aged,  were  too 
high  for  the  incomes  available  to  meet  these  costs.  Health  insur- 
ance policies  of  good  quality  had  become  more  generally  available 
for  aged  persons,  but  many  still  could  not  afford  them. 

The  mean  medical  care  cost  in  1962  was  $442  for  the  9  out  of 
10  aged  couples  who  assumed  responsibility  for  their  own  costs 
without  help  from  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agen- 
cies. These  are  the  couples  who  paid  the  charges  and  fees  out  of 
their  own  resources,  including  insurance  benefits  and  help  of 
relatives.  Some  could  pay  for  their  care  only  because  doctors  or 
hospitals  adjusted  their  rates  in  the  light  of  the  patients'  limited 
resources.  Half  the  couples  had  costs  totaling  more  than  $240 
during  the  year,  and  half  had  costs  totaling  less.  Among  the 
nonmarried,  8  in  10  paid  for  care  out  of  their  own  resources. 
The  mean  cost  was  about  $270;  the  median  for  men  was  $75,  and 
for  women,  $110  (see  chapter  10). 

Averages  can  be  meaningful  for  many  purposes,  but  in  the 
area  of  personal  medical  costs,  where  the  incidence  of  very  heavy 
expenditures  is  uneven  and  there  is  no  way  of  knowing  on  whom 
the  obligation  will  fall  from  year  to  year,  the  range  is  highly 
significant.  This  is  particularly  true  among  the  aged.  A  high  pro- 
portion of  them,  because  of  ill  health,  have  expenditures  for  medi- 
cal care  that  are  in  the  upper  ranges.  Another  large  group  have 
very  small  expenditures,  not  always  because  they  are  in  good 
health,  but  also  because  the  demands  on  their  limited  incomes  for 
the  basic  necessities  of  life  leave  little  money  for  medical  care. 

Allocation  of  costs  by  type  of  care. — Care  in  medical  institutions 
accounted  for  more  than  one-fourth  of  the  aggregate  medical  costs 
incurred  by  couples  and  some  two-fifths  of  the  costs  incurred  by 
the  nonmarried  who  assumed  responsibility  for  paying  for  their 
own  care.  Services  of  physicians  and  surgeons  accounted  for 
about  one-third  of  incurred  costs  for  couples  and  roughly  one- 
fourth  for  the  nonmarried.  Medicines  and  drugs  came  to  more 
than  one-fifth  for  couples  and  nonmarried  women  and  almost  as 
much  for  nonmarried  men. 

Just  as  the  average  total  cost  figures  would  be  higher  if  those 
receiving  free  care  could  be  included,  so  the  proportion  of  the 
total  cost  accounted  for  by  care  in  hospitals  and  nursing  homes 
would  be  larger,  because  persons  receiving  such  care  are  more 
likely  to  have  help  from  public  or  voluntary  agencies  and  so  be 
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excluded  from  the  analysis.  The  proportions  for  other  services 
and  medical  supplies  would  be  reduced  correspondingly. 

Cost  of  hospital  care. — The  effect  of  a  hospital  stay  on  total 
medical  costs  incurred  by  the  aged  in  1962  can  scarcely  be  over- 
emphasized. When  there  was  any  stay  in  a  general  or  short-stay 
hospital,  almost  half  the  aged  couples  and  almost  two-fifths  of 
the  nonmarried  men  and  women  found  they  had  incurred  medical 
costs  exceeding  $1,000.  Among  those  not  hospitalized,  only  about 
1  in  100  had  costs  of  this  magnitude. 

That  a  hospital  illness  is  associated  with  higher-than-average 
medical  costs  is  clear.  That  needed  hospital  care  is  more  likely 
to  be  beyond  the  means  of  aged  persons  than  other  medical  crises 
can  also  be  demonstrated.  The  data  show,  for  example,  that  aged 
persons  hospitalized  in  short-stay  facilities  were  three  or  four 
times  as  likely  to  turn  for  some  or  all  of  their  care  to  government 
sources  or  voluntary  agencies  as  those  who  did  not  go  into  a  hos- 
pital or  nursing  home  at  all  during  the  year. 

Extent  of  health  insurance  coverage. — The  1963  survey  found 
that  slightly  more  than  half  of  all  persons  aged  65  and  over  had 
health  insurance  at  the  end  of  1962  to  help  meet  some  part  of 
their  medical  care  costs  (see  chapter  11).  The  proportion  was 
higher  for  couples  than  for  nonmarried  persons,  because  those 
still  married  were  younger,  on  the  average,  and  more  likely  to  be 
employed.  Thus,  64  percent  of  the  couples  had  a  health  insurance 
policy  of  some  type,  covering  one  or  both  members,  compared 
with  49  percent  of  the  nonmarried  women  and  37  percent  of  the 
nonmarried  men. 

The  units  aged  65  and  over  with  health  insurance  reported 
much  higher  medical  costs  for  the  year  than  did  those  without 
insurance.  On  the  other  hand,  those  without  the  benefit  of  health 
insurance  to  defray  costs  were  more  than  four  times  as  likely  as 
those  with  insurance  to  rely  on  public  assistance  or  other  agency 
help  for  some  or  all  of  their  care. 

Those  aged  persons  most  in  need  of  health  insurance  were  the 
least  likely  to  have  it — persons  in  poor  health,  the  very  old,  those 
not  employed,  and  those  with  low  incomes.  Of  the  aged  who  evalu- 
ated their  health  condition  as  ''good,"  3  out  of  5  had  health  insur- 
ance, compared  with  slightly  more  than  1  out  of  3  in  "poor"  health. 
One-third  more  persons  aged  65  to  72  had  health  insurance  cover- 
age than  those  aged  73  and  over. 

Out-of-pocket  expenses. — Most  of  the  analysis  of  the  costs  of 
medical  care  was  in  terms  of  costs  incurred  by  those  units  assum- 
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ing  responsibility  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (includ- 
ing health  insurance)  or  with  the  help  of  relatives.  Another 
measure,  out-of-pocket  expenses,  comprised  direct  payments  by 
the  survey  unit  for  medical  sei'vices  and  supplies  plus  their  own 
outlaj^s  for  health  insurance  premiums.  In  contrast  to  medical 
costs  incurred,  which  indicate  and  probably  understate  the  cost 
of  the  care  received,  regardless  of  who  paid  the  bills,  out-of-pocket 
expenses  can  be  directly  related  to  the  income  of  older  people. 
When  this  is  done,  it  appears  that  13  percent  of  the  couples  and 
nonmarried  men  and  20  percent  of  the  women  without  husbands 
spent  a  fourth  or  more  of  their  income  in  1962  on  medical  care. 
Only  about  one-third  of  the  couples  and  nonmarried  women  and 
half  the  nonmarried  men  had  medical  expenses  under  5  percent, 
v/hich  is  roughly  the  national  average.  As  medical  costs  incurred 
increased  with  relative  income  position,  so  did  out-of-pocket  ex- 
penses for  medical  care,  but  the  increase  was  not  proportional. 
For  roughly  one-fourth  of  the  aged  units  in  the  low  income 
thirds,  out-of-pocket  expenses  took  at  least  25  percent  of  current 
income.  The  proportions  in  the  top  thirds  with  such  burdensome 
expenses  were  much  smaller,  ranging  from  4  percent  for  couples 
to  9  percent  for  nonmarried  women. 

A  LOOK  AHEAD 

The  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  confirmed  all  too  clearly  the  heavy 
burden  on  the  aged  of  the  costs  of  hospital  care,  and  also  the  fact 
that  a  substantial  proportion  of  people  aged  65  and  over  not  in  the 
labor  force  had  income  insufficient  to  meet  their  needs,  regardless 
of  eligibility  for  OASDHI  benefits.  A  major  step  toward  meeting 
the  problem  of  medical  costs  was  the  enactment  of  the  health  in- 
surance provisions  of  the  1965  amendments  to  the  Social  Security 
Act.  On  the  other  hand,  the  7-percent  increase  in  benefits  pro- 
vided by  those  amendments  was  not  quite  enough  to  restore  the 
purchasing  power  lost  since  the  previous  increase,  and  made  no 
significant  improvement  in  the  economic  status  of  older  people. 

The  survey  findings  highlighted  an  emerging  problem,  namely, 
the  unfavorable  situation  of  the  large  numbers  taking  the  reduced 
benefits,  available  to  women  since  November  1956  and  to  men 
since  August  1961,  at  ages  62  to  64.  The  majority  of  these  early 
retirees  had  little  income  besides  their  benefit,  and  that  a  small 
one.  The  problem  of  generally  low  benefit  levels  is  thus  com- 
pounded for  a  group  with  many  years  ahead  of  them.  It  appears 
that  a  provision  intended  to  ease  the  way  for  workers  forced  out 
of  the  labor  force  prematurely  may  be  creating  a  new  group  of 
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very  poor  people.  Research  is  in  progress  on  the  reasons  why  so 
many  workers  choose  early  benefits  in  reduced  amounts. 

It  has  been  customary  to  look  to  the  characteristics  of  the 
younger  beneficiaries  for  an  indication  of  the  shape  of  things 
to  come.  The  oldest  have  always  been  in  the  worst  financial  plight. 
It  has  been  assumed  that  as  older  beneficiaries  died  and  others 
entered  retirement  with  years  of  higher  wage  levels  behind  them, 
beneficiaries  as  a  group  would  be  much  better  off.  The  small  in- 
come advantage  enjoyed  by  the  age  group  65  to  72  compared  with 
the  beneficiaries  aged  73  and  over  raises  a  question  concerning 
this  assumption  even  for  those  who  retired  on  full-rate  benefits. 
So,  too,  does  the  fact  that  for  beneficiary  couples  the  asset  hold- 
ings were  about  the  same  for  those  aged  65  to  72  as  for  those 
older.  True,  persons  under  73  and  not  yet  retired  had  larger  assets 
than  those  on  the  benefit  rolls,  but  in  this  group,  men  aged  62  to 
64  had  less  than  those  aged  65  to  72. 

The  proportion  of  the  aged  who  are  eligible  for  OASDHI  bene- 
fits is  still  growing.  As  it  passes  90  percent,  there  will  be  fewer 
with  cash  incomes  as  pitifully  small  as  those  reported  in  1962  by 
most  nonbeneficiaries  aged  73  and  over.  Moreover,  rising  earnings 
levels  will  be  reflected  in  slowly  increasing  basic  benefit  levels,  and 
the  growing  proportion  of  women  eligible  for  retirement  benefits 
should  improve  the  situation  of  couples  and  nonmarried  women 
alike.  But  these  gains  may  be  more  than  offset  by  the  large  num- 
bers who  take  reduced  benefits.  On  the  other  hand,  the  new  health 
insurance  provisions  under  social  security  should  release  some 
cash  income  and  make  available  for  spending  on  goods  and  serv- 
ices some  assets  that  might  otherwise  have  been  held  for  medical 
emergencies.  And  fewer  should  need  public  assistance. 

If  the  labor-force  participation  rate  for  aged  men  continues 
downward,  however,  there  may  be  relatively  fewer  past  age  65 
who  do  as  well  as  the  nonbeneficiary  couples  and  nonmarried  men 
aged  65  to  72  did  in  1962.  Although  some  of  them  received  retire- 
ment benefits  under  other  programs  the  great  majority  were  at 
work. 

Coverage  of  private  pension  plans  has  grown  sharply  during 
the  past  15  years.  Aged  persons  with  private  pensions  in  addition 
to  OASDHI  benefits  make  out  comparatively  well.  Their  numbers 
are  still  small,  however,  in  relation  to  the  size  of  the  aged  popu- 
lation. Even  10  or  15  years  from  now,  it  is  expected  that  no  more 
than  25  to  30  percent  of  the  aged  will  be  drawing  income  from 
private  pensions. 
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Thus,  there  seems  little  doubt  that  OASDHI  will  remain  the 
major  source  of  retirement  income.  The  level  of  benefits  under 
the  program  will  continue  to  determine  the  level  of  well-being  of 
the  retired.  Data  from  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  continue  to 
provide  an  essential  benchmark  for  assessing  the  economic  situa- 
tion of  the  aged  population  and  the  probable  effect  of  various 
possible  modifications  of  OASDHI  benefit  provisions  or  of  other 
programs  proposed  to  improve  the  level  of  living. 


Chapter  2 


GENERAL  CHARACTERISTICS 
OF  THE  AGED  POPULATION 

Within  the  relatively  homogeneous  group  of  the  aged,  there  is 
considerable  diversity.  Even  in  the  one  thing  that  elderly  people 
have  in  common — their  "age" — there  is  an  extensive  range.  Of 
the  22  million  persons  aged  62  and  over  who  were  covered  in  the 
1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  4  million  were  in  the  "youngest"  group, 
the  62-to-64  age  range,  but  1  million  were  more  than  20  years 
older.  More  women  than  men  live  to  be  very  old;  yet  45  percent 
of  those  aged  62  and  over  were  men.  Although  old  age  is  the 
period  of  retirement,  more  than  a  fifth  were  employed.  Typically, 
the  aged  received  benefits  under  the  OASDHI  program ;  yet  more 
than  a  third  did  not  receive  such  benefits. 

The  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  was  designed  to  obtain  informa- 
tion concerning  the  income,  assets,  work  experience,  medical  care 
and  costs,  and  other  aspects  of  living  conditions  of  these  key 
groups  within  the  total  aged  population:  those  who  were  receiv- 
ing OASDHI  benefits  and  those  who  were  not;  the  several  age 
groups;  and  married  couples  and  nonmarried  men  and  women. 
The  purpose  of  this  chapter  is  to  delineate  these  analytical  groups 
in  terms  of  both  numbers  and  proportions.  Certain  characteristics 
are  described — education,  color,  and  place  of  residence — which, 
although  not  subsequently  used  as  classifying  variables,  neverthe- 
less provide  background  of  the  group  under  study. 

Survey  information  was  obtained  and  reported  for  both  "per- 
sons" and  "units."  "Units"  included  nonmarried  men  and  women 
aged  62  and  over  and  married  couples  with  at  least  one  spouse 
62  or  over;  "persons"  included,  simply,  men  and  women  aged  62 
or  over.  Data  on  health  status,  utilization  of  medical  services,  and 
work  experience,  for  example,  were  collected  and  reported  for 
persons;  data  on  income,  assets,  and  expenditures,  on  the  other 
hand,  not  only  could  be  obtained  more  satisfactorily  for  the  mar- 
ried couples  as  units  as  well  as  for  nonmarried  men  and  women, 
but  are  more  meaningfully  analyzed  for  such  units  than  for  indi- 
viduals. Demographic  and  social  characteristics  of  the  aged  popu- 
lation are  provided  for  both  persons  aged  62  and  over  (tables  2.1 
to  2.4)  and  units  (tables  2.7  to  2.9).  The  bridge  between  these 
two  population  groups — persons  and  units — is  presented  in  the 
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data  on  the  joint  distribution  of  the  husbands  and  wives  by  age 
(tables  2.5  and  2.6). 

Couples  could  be  classified  by  a  characteristic  of  the  husband, 
such  as  age.^  More  often,  they  were  classified  by  an  attribute  of 
either  member  or  both,  such  as  having  been  hospitalized,  or  having 
coverage  under  health  insurance,  or  receiving  income  from  a  par- 
ticular source,  such  as  OASDHI,  private  pensions,  public  assist- 
ance, or  employment.  Conversely,  persons  were  classified  in  some 
cases  by  an  attribute  of  the  couple,  such  as  income  level.  Although 
this  procedure  was  the  most  feasible  one  to  follow  and  seemed 
reasonable,  it  could  lead  to  certain  anomolies,  and  results  need  to 
be  interpreted  with  the  procedure  in  mind.  Attention  is  called  to 
such  problems  as  they  arise. 

The  emphasis  of  the  study  is  on  those  aged  65  and  over  rather 
than  those  aged  62  and  over,  and  comparisons  are  then  made  with 
the  younger  group.  The  more  restricted  aged  population,  those 
aged  65  and  over,  contained  relatively  more  women,  more 
widowed,  more  nonemployed,  more  OASDHI  beneficiaries,  and 
more  persons  with  only  an  elementary  school  education  than  the 
more  broadly  defined  group  that  includes  those  aged  62  and  over 
(table  2.1). 

THE  AGED  AND  THE  TOTAL  POPULATION 
The  overall  picture  of  the  population  aged  65  and  over  gains 
further  perspective  if  it  is  set  against  a  background  of  the  total 
population.  That  the  aged  group  has  been  growing  in  both  num- 
bers and  relative  importance  has  been  much  emphasized  in  the 
last  decade.  The  following  figures  show  the  total  United  States 
population,  the  number  and  proportion  of  persons  aged  65  and 
over  in  each  decennial  census  since  1890,  and  the  estimate  for 
January  1,  1963 : 

Aged  65  and  over 

Total  Number 
(thousands)      (thousands)  Percent 


1890   62,654  2,418  3.9 

1900   76,212  3,084  4.0 

1910   92,229  3,954  4.3 

1920   106,022  4,940  4.7 

1930....   123,203  6,644  5.4 

1940   132,165  9,036  6.8 

1950   151,326  12,295  8.1 

1960   179,323  16,560  9.2 

1963   185,428  17,470  9.4 


Source:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Bureau  of  the  Ce*isus;  1890-1960, 
U.S.  Census  of  Population:  1960,  PC(1)  IB,  table  17;  1963,  Current  Population 
Reports,  Series  P-25,  No.  334. 


1  Except  for  the  few  couples  with  a  husband  under  62  years  of  age  and  wife 
older;  these  were  included  in  the  survey  and  classified  by  age  of  wife. 
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Census  projections  suggest  that  the  aged  population  will  reach 
nearly  25  million  by  1985  and  that  this  number  will  amount  to 
about  10  percent  of  the  total  population.^  The  population  pro- 
jections prepared  by  the  Division  of  the  Actuary,  Social  Security 
Administration,  also  suggest  that  aged  persons  65  years  old  and 
over  will  constitute  10  percent  or  more  of  the  total  population 
by  1985.3 

Comparing  the  65-and-over  population  with  younger  age  groups, 
men,  in  1960,  constituted  nearly  half  the  25-to-44  age  group  but 
only  45  percent  of  the  65-and-over  population  (table  2.2).  In 
1960,  only  1  percent  of  the  25-to-44-year-old  group  and  less  than 
10  percent  of  the  45-to-64  group  were  widowed,  as  compared  with 
nearly  two-fifths  of  those  aged  65  and  over.  More  than  three- 
fifths  of  those  under  age  65  were  employed,  as  compared  with 
less  than  one-fifth  of  those  over  65.  There  were  relatively  fewer 
nonwhites  in  the  older  group  than  in  the  younger. 

AGED  PERSONS  AND  THEIR  CHARACTERISTICS 

Most  of  the  information  given  for  individuals  in  this  report  is 
provided  and  analyzed  for  twelve  groups:  the  two  sexes,  the 
two  beneficiary  groups,  and  the  three  age  groups.  The  population 
in  each  of  these  groups  is  summarized  below  (in  thousands)  : 


Men  Women 


Non-  Non- 
Benefi-       benefi-       Benefi-  benefi- 
ciaries       ciaries        ciaries  ciaries 


Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over 


483 
3,101 
2,615 


1,545 
1,241 
806 


1,163  1,097 
3,851  1,294 
2,637  1,923 


The  two  largest  groups  are  the  men  and  women  beneficiaries 
aged  65  to  72,  constituting  nearly  a  third  of  all  those  aged  62 
and  over;  the  two  smallest  groups  are  the  beneficiary  men  aged 
62  to  64  and  the  nonbeneficiary  men  aged  73  and  over,  constitut- 
ing less  than  6  percent  of  all  those  aged  62  and  over. 

People  who  have  earned  insured  status  in  covered  employment 
may  draw  benefits  under  the  OASDHI  program  regardless  of  their 


2  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Current  Population 
Reports,  Series  P-25,  No.  329,  March  10,  1966. 

^  Illustrative  United  States  Population  Projections,  Actuarial  Study  No.  46, 
May  1957,  U.S.  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Social  Secur- 
ity Administration,  Division  of  the  Actuary.  Later,  unpublished  projections 
confirm,  in  general,  such  a  level  for  the  aged  population. 
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earnings  when  they  reach  age  72;  below  this  age,  the  retirement, 
or  earnings,  test  is  in  operation.  This  was  the  basis  for  subclassi- 
fying  the  65-and-over  population  into  the  two  age  groups  65  to  72 
and  73  and  over.  Age  73  was  used  rather  than  age  72  in  order  to 
identify  a  group  not  subject  to  the  retirement  test  for  at  least  one 
full  year  at  the  time  of  the  survey.  A  further  advantage  is  that 
the  population  aged  65  and  over  divides  more  evenly  at  73  than 
at  the  more  customary  ages  70  or  75,  and  yet  the  difference  of 
two  or  three  years  is  not  so  great  but  that  some  comparisons  can 
be  made  between  the  survey  findings  for  persons  aged  73  and  over 
and  data  from  Census  or  other  sources  for  those  aged  70  and  over 
or  75  and  over. 

Relationships  Between  Color,  Education,  and  Employment 

Some  8  percent  of  the  total  aged  population  were  nonwhite,  but 
the  following  summary  of  the  percent  nonwhite  in  each  of  the 
twelve  groups  shows  considerable  variation: 

 Men  Women 

Non-  Non- 
Benefi-  benefi-  Benefi-  benefi- 
ciaries     ciaries     ciaries  ciaries 


Aged  62-64   15  11  8  10 

Aged  65-72   8  12  7  13 

Aged  73  and  over   7  14  4  7 

The  proportion  of  those  reporting  on  their  schooling  with  more 
than  an  eighth  grade  education,  summarized  below,  show  that  the 
older  groups  tend  to  have  less  education  than  the  younger,  and 
the  men  less  than  the  women : 

 Men  Women  

Non-  Non- 
Benefi-  benefi-  Benefi-  benefi- 
ciaries       ciaries        ciaries  ciaries 


Aged  62-64   31  48  41  52 

Aged  65-72   32  42  39  42 

Aged  73  and  over   31  25  38  34 

Educational  attainment  is  related  to  employment,  and  employ- 
ment and  beneficiary  status  are  related.  Nonbeneficiaries  in  the 
62-to-64  age  group  have  both  greater  employment  and  a  higher 
level  of  education  than  beneficiaries.  The  proportions  (percent) 
employed  in  each  group  are  as  follows : 
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Men 


Women 


Benefi- 


Non- 
benefi- 


Benefi- 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


cianes 


cianes 


cianes 


Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over 


24 
22 
18 


80 
55 
5 


16 
12 
5 


37 
17 
2 


Relationship  of  Age  to  Marital  Status 

Information  on  the  differences  in  the  marital  status  of  men  and 
women  and  on  changes  that  occur  with  advancing  age  is  basic  to 
an  understanding  of  many  aspects  of  the  social  and  economic 
situation  of  the  aged  as  presented  in  this  report.  Of  all  persons 
aged  25  to  44,  more  than  four-fifths  were  married  with  spouse 
present  (table  2.2)  ;  among  people  aged  65  and  over,  half  were 
married  and  nearly  two-fifths  had  been  widowed.  Within  the 
range  of  the  aged  population  itself,  the  proportion  married  with 
spouse  present  decreased  from  72,  to  59,  to  39  percent,  in  the 
62-to-64,  65-to-72,  and  73-and-over  age  groups,  respectively;  the 
corresponding  proportions  widowed  increased  from  18,  to  30,  to  50 
percent,  respectively,  in  these  three  age  groups  (table  2.4) . 

Certainly  the  shift  in  the  predominance  of  the  married  to  the 
widowed  in  the  aging  population  is  to  be  expected  as  the  death  of 
one  of  the  spouses  dissolves  the  marriage.  And  because  men  are 
usually  older  than  their  wives,  because  they  are  more  apt  to  re- 
marry, and  because  they  do  not  live  as  long,  on  the  average,  as  do 
women,  there  are  more  married  men  than  married  women  65 
years  old  and  older  (5.4  million  men,  3.4  million  women)  and 
more  widowed  women  than  men  (5.3  million  widows,  1.5  million 
widowers).  In  relative  terms,  the  differences  are  even  more 
striking;  more  than  two-thirds  of  the  aged  men,  but  only  about  a 
third  of  the  aged  women,  were  married  with  spouse  present.  Only 
a  fifth  of  the  men  were  widowers;  more  than  half  the  women 
were  widows  (table  2.3). 

These  figures  lead  directly  to  the  numbers  of  aged  units  around 
which,  as  indicated  earlier,  most  of  the  analyses  in  this  study  cen- 
ter. The  subtracting  of  the  5.4  million  married  from  the  7.8  mil- 
lion men  aged  65  and  over  yields  the  2.4  million  units  designated 
as  nonmarried  men  (tables  2.7,  2.8,  and  2.9).  Similarly,  the  6.3 
million  units  designated  as  nonmarried  women  65  years  old  and 
over  are  obtained  by  subtracting  the  3.4  million  married  from  the 
9.7  million  total  (or,  alternatively,  by  adding  the  widows,  the 
divorced  or  separated,  the  married  with  spouse  absent,  and  the 
never  married). 
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In  order  to  understand  the  age  composition  of  the  5.4  million 
married  units  aged  65  and  over,  or  the  7.3  million  units  aged  62 
and  over,  it  is  necessary  to  analyze  the  cross-distribution  of  the 
couples  by  the  ages  of  the  husbands  and  wives  (table  2.5).  The 
information  may  be  summarized  from  this  and  earlier  tables  for 
couples  65  and  over  and  all  persons  aged  65  and  over  as  follows 
(in  thousands)  : 

Persons,  Couples, 
aged  65  aged  65 
and  over     and  over 


Total   17,470 


Wife  65  and  over,  husband  62-64  i   140 

Nonmarried  men   2,402  ... 

Nonmarried  women   6 , 329 

Total   8,599  5,445 


Husband  65  and  over   8,515  5,361 

Wife  less  than  62   1 , 281  1 , 281 

Wife  62-64   926  926 

Wife  65  and  over   6 , 308  3 , 154 

Wife  65  and  over,  husband  less  than  62   84  84 


1  Classified  as  married  couples  aged  62  to  64. 

Of  the  5.4  million  couples  65  years  of  age  and  over,  42  percent 
had  one  member  less  than  65.  Of  the  10.9  million  persons  in 
this  group  of  married  couples,  about  one-fifth  were  less  than  65. 

A  similar  analysis  for  the  married,  couples  classified  as  aged 
62  to  64,  and  persons  aged  62  to  64  is  as  follows  (in  thousands)  : 

Persons,  Couples, 
aged  aged 
62-64  62-64 


Total   4,290 


Wife  62-64,  husband  65  and  over  i   926 

Nonmarried  men   378 

Nonmarried  women   809 

Total   2,177  1,782 


Husband  62-64   2,045  1,650 

Wife  less  than  62   1,117  1,117 

Wife  62-64   788  394 

Wife  65  and  over   140  140 

Wife  62-64,  husband  less  than  62   132  132 


1  Classified  as  married  couples  aged  65  and  over. 

Thus,  of  the  1.8  million  couples  classified  as  aged  62  to  64,  70 
percent  had  one  member  less  than  62  years  of  age.  Of  the  3.6  mil- 
lion persons  in  this  group  of  married  persons,  about  35  percent 
were  less  than  62  years  old,  and  5  percent  were  65  and  over. 
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The  relationship  of  the  ages  of  husbands  and  wives  is  also  shown 
by  finer  age  breaks,  and  in  percentage  terms  (table  2.6).  Couples 
with  older  wives  were  more  likely  to  have  OASDHI  benefits,  at 
least  through  age  72.  This  is,  for  beneficiary  couples,  a  larger 
proportion  of  husbands  aged  62  to  72  had  wives  65  years  old  and 
over  than  was  true  for  nonbeneficiary  couples. 

SURVEY  UNITS  AND  THEIR  CHARACTERISTICS 
The  numbers  of  units  in  the  basic  65-and-over  groups  are  sum- 
marized below  (in  thousands)  : 

Married       Nonmarried  Nonmarried 
couples  men  women 

Total   5,445  2,402  6,329 

Beneficiaries   4,325  1,599  3,786 

Nonbeneficiaries   1,120  803  2,543 

Important  differences  in  the  ages  of  these  groups  are  associated 
with  many  of  the  differences  in  their  financial  situations  and  liv- 
ing conditions,  as  described  in  subsequent  chapters  of  this  report. 
These  differences  are  reflected  in  the  median  ages,  in  years,  as 
follows : 

Married      Nonmarried  Nonmarried 
couples  men  women 

Total   71.3  74.1  74.0 

Beneficiaries   71.8  73.8  72.7 

Nonbeneficiaries   69.4  75.1  77.3 

The  nonmarried  men  and  women  were  older  than  the  married 
couples,  as  would  be  expected. 

Beneficiary  Status  and  Age 

Nonbeneficiaries  among  the  nonmarried,  especially  women, 
were  significantly  older  than  beneficiaries.  Nonbeneficiary  couples, 
on  the  other  hand,  were  younger  than  those  who  were  receiving 
OASDHI  benefits.  Married  couples  and  nonmarried  men  and 
women  with  and  without  benefits  are  distributed  among  the  three 
groups,  as  follows  (in  thousands)  : 


Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

73  and 

62-64 

65-72 

over 

Married  couples  

1,782 

3,344 

2,101 

Beneficiaries  

464 

2,540 

1,785 

Nonbeneficiaries  

1,319 

804 

316 

Nonmarried  men  

378 

1,077 

1,325 

123 

724 

875 

256 

353 

450 

Nonmarried  women  

809 

2,797 

3,531 

401 

1,969 

1,817 

Nonbeneficiaries  

407 

828 

1,715 
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Full- Year  and  Part- Year  Beneficiaries 

A  distinction  has  been  made  in  some  analyses  in  this  report  be- 
tween beneficiaries  who  had  been  on  the  rolls  during  the  full  year 
1962,  and  those  whose  first  benefit  had  not  been  received  until 
February  1962  or  later.  Especially  when  the  analysis  concerns 
the  income  of  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries,  the  comparisons 
become  more  clear-cut  and  meaningful  when  those  who  retired 
during  the  course  of  the  year  are  excluded.  Such  exclusion  also 
served  to  maximize  comparability  with  data  on  income  of  bene- 
ficiaries collected  in  1957. 

On  the  other  hand,  when  the  analyses  relate  to  asset  holdings  or 
potential  income,  costs  of  health  care  or  utilization  of  medical 
facilities,  and  expenditures  for  food  and  housing,  comparisons  are 
generally  made  on  the  basis  of  all  beneficiaries.^  Differences  in 
these  latter  items  between  full-year  and  part-year  beneficiaries  did 
not  have  the  importance  that  income  differences  did.  In  any  event, 
there  were  relatively  few  part-year  beneficiaries  among  those  aged 
65  and  over,  so  that  estimates  of  most  items  would  not  differ  sig- 
nificantly between  those  for  all  beneficiaries  and  those  limited  to 
full-year  beneficiaries  only,  even  when  there  were  large  differences 
in  the  items.  The  number  of  part-year  beneficiaries  among  those 
in  the  62-to-64  age  group,  however,  was  relatively  greater,  as 
shown  below  (in  thousands)  : 

Aged 

Aged         Aged        73  and 
62-64        65-72  over 


Married  couples: 

Full-year  beneficiaries   224  2,029  1,715 

Part-year  beneficiaries   190  339  13 

Nonmarried  men: 

Full-year  beneficiaries   78  630  860 

Part-year  beneficiaries   41  84  6 

Nonmarried  women: 

Full-year  beneficiaries   231  1,752  1,662 

Retired  (benefits  on  own  record)   84  1,028  884 

Nonwidows   20  294  217 

Widows   64  733  668 

Widowed  (benefits  on  husband's  record)   147  724  778 

Part-year  beneficiaries   139  168  91 


Considerable  interest  attaches  to  differences  in  income  between 
those  nonmarried  women  whose  benefits  were  based  on  their  own 
work  record  and  those  whose  benefits  were  based  on  the  employ- 


4  The  total  number  of  beneficiaries  given  above  is  greater  than  the  sum  of 
full-year  and  part-year  beneficiaries  shown  here  because  of  the  inclusion  in 
the  total  of  a  small  number  of  units  who  had  entitled  children  or  whose  own 
entitlement  was  based  on  the  record  of  a  child  and  of  couples  when  the  hus- 
band's entitlement  is  based  on  his  wife's  work  record;  the  data  for  such 
beneficiaries  were  not  tabulated  separately. 
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ment  record  of  a  deceased  husband.  Accordingly,  the  number  of 
women  in  each  group  is  given  in  the  above  counts.  Approximately 
half  the  full-year  beneficiary  women  who  were  widows  obtained 
their  benefits  on  their  own  rather  than  on  their  husbands'  work 
records. 

Relationship  Between  Education,  Age,  and  Color 

School  attainment  is  again  shown  to  be  closely  related  to  age 
and  sex.  The  education  of  the  husband  is  shown  for  the  married 
couples.  The  proportions  of  those  reporting  on  their  schooling 
with  more  than  an  eighth  grade  education  were  as  follows : 

Married       Nonmarried  Nonmarried 
couples  men  women 


Total   35  26  39 

Beneficiaries   33  29  40 

Nonbeneficiaries   42  23  35 

The  relatively  low  educational  level  of  the  nonbeneficiary  non- 
married  men  may  be  related  in  part  to  the  relatively  high  propor- 
tion (percent)  of  non whites  in  this  group,  as  indicated  below: 


Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

73  and 

62-64 

65-72 

over 

10 

8 

8 

Beneficiaries  

13 

7 

7 

Nonbeneficiaries  

8 

11 

13 

Nonmarried  men  

21 

11 

11 

Beneficiaries  

13 

10 

8 

25 

15 

16 

Nonmarried  women  

11 

10 

6 

10 

7 

4 

Nonbeneficiaries  

11 

14 

7 

Although  the  proportion  of  nonwhites  tends  to  decrease  with 
age,  this  was  not  consistently  true  for  all  subgroups.  There  were 
relatively  more  nonwhites  among  the  nonbeneficiary  married 
couples  aged  73  and  over  than  among  those  62  to  64.  For  the  most 
part,  there  were  proportionately  more  beneficiaries  among  whites 
than  among  nonwhites,  but  married  couples  aged  62  to  64  were 
an  exception.  In  this  group,  nonwhites  were  more  apt  to  take  ac- 
tuarially reduced  benefits  than  were  whites.  On  the  other  hand, 
among  the  nonmarried  in  each  age  group,  there  were  relatively 
more  nonwhites  among  the  nonbeneficiaries  than  among  bene- 
ficiaries. The  relatively  large  proportion  of  nonwhites  among  non- 
beneficiary nonmarried  men  may  help  to  explain  some  of  the 
report  findings  with  respect  to  this  group. 
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Region  and  Place  of  Residence 

Because  place  of  residence  is  helpful  in  understanding  the  dif- 
ferences in  the  analytical  groups,  some  of  the  information  in  this 
report  on  living  conditions  of  the  units  is  presented  by  the 
classification  of  their  place  of  residence,  that  is,  the  region  or  size 
of  community. 

Again,  the  picture  of  where  the  different  groups  of  the  aged 
population  live  gains  perspective  through  comparisons  with  the 
total  United  States  population.  Thus,  the  Census  of  1960  showed 
the  percentage  of  the  total  population  and  of  those  aged  65  and 
over  in  each  region  and  in  each  type  of  urbanization  as  follows : 


Total 

Population 

population 

65  and  over 

Total  

100 

100 

By  region: 

25 

27 

North  Central  

29 

31 

South  

31 

28 

West  

16 

15 

By  place  of  residence: 

70 

70 

Rural  nonf arm  

23 

22 

7 

8 

Source:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Bureau  of  the  Census,  U.S. 
Census  of  Population:  1960.  Detailed  Characteristics,  U.S.  Summary, 
table  233. 

Contrary  to  the  popular  impression  based  on  the  growth  of 
retirement  communities  in  the  South  and  West,  there  were  rela- 
tively fewer  older  persons  in  these  regions  than  in  the  North. 
In  the  North  (Northeast  and  North  Central  regions),  there  were 
nearly  100  persons  aged  65  and  over  per  1,000  population;  in  the 
South  and  West,  fewer  than  85  per  1,000.  There  was  about  the 
same  proportion  of  older  persons  in  the  urban  and  rural  areas  of 
the  country  as  in  the  total  population.  However,  proportionately 
more  nonmarried  women  lived  in  the  urban  than  in  rural  areas 
and  proportionately  more  nonmarried  men  and  women  than  mar- 
ried couples  lived  in  the  North  (table  2.7). 

Except  for  the  increasingly  larger  proportion  of  nonmarried 
women  in  the  North  at  more  advanced  ages,  there  were  no  con- 
sistent shifts  in  residence  as  age  increased  (table  2.8).  There 
were,  however,  some  marked  differences  in  residence  of  bene- 
ficiaries as  compared  with  nonbeneficiaries.  In  general,  there  were 
relatively  more  beneficiaries  than  nonbeneficiaries  in  urban  rather 
than  rural  areas,  especially  among  the  nonmarried,  and  more 
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beneficiaries  than  nonbeneficiaries  in  the  North  than  in  the 
South.  The  pattern  was  not  always  consistent  and  simple,  how- 
ever. For  example,  nonmarried  men  and  women  who  were  bene- 
ficiaries were  more  apt  to  live  in  the  Northeast,  but  relatively  more 
beneficiary  couples  lived  in  the  North  Central  region.  About  the 
same  proportion  of  beneficiaries  as  of  nonbeneficiaries  lived  in 
the  West. 

When  the  demographic  and  social  characteristics  of  people  aged 
65  and  over  in  each  of  the  regions  are  reviewed,  many  of  the  points 
already  described  above  are  clearly  in  evidence  (table  2.9).  The 
South  was  less  urbanized  than  the  other  regions  and  it  had  the 
largest  proportion  of  nonwhite.  The  North  Central  region,  though 
less  rural  than  the  South,  also  had  a  smaller  proportion  of  its  aged 
population  in  urban  areas  than  did  the  Northeast  or  the  West. 
The  median  age  tended  to  be  somewhat  lower  in  the  South  than 
in  the  other  regions.  The  aged  population  in  the  West  had  a 
higher  level  of  educational  attainment  than  the  aged  in  other 
regions. 

Note:  Tabulations  of  1963  survey  data  on  region  and  place  of  residence 
that  became  available  too  late  for  inclusion  in  the  body  of  the  report  are  ap- 
pended, following  table  13.15. 
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The  low-income  status  of  a  majority  of  the  aged  has 
long  been  a  matter  of  knowledge  and  concern.  Although 
there  are  a  few  aged  men  and  women  who  are  among  the 
richest  persons  in  the  United  States^  there  are  many  more 
who  are  totally  dependent  on  relatives^  public  assistance, 
or  care  in  a  public  institution.  One  of  the  major  purposes 
of  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  therefore,  was  to  assess 
the  financial  situation  of  persons  62  years  of  age  and 
over.  Included  were  beneficiaries  under  the  Old-Age,  Sur- 
vivors, Disability,  and  Health  Insurance  program  and 
also  those  not  receiving  benefits.  For  many  of  the  aged, 
OASDHI  benefits  are  practically  the  sole  source  of  in- 
come. In  1962,  such  benefits  were  being  received  by  70 
percent  of  the  1 7V2  million  people  65  years  old  and  over. 
Although  the  great  majority  of  aged  persons  were  at 
least  partially  retired,  earnings  were  also  an  important 
source  of  income.  The  four  chapters  which  follow  deal 
with  the  financial  situation  of  the  aged  from  the  point  of 
view  of  money  income,  assets  and  the  potential  income 
from  assets,  and,  finally,  the  situation  of  disadvantaged 
OASDHI  beneficiaries. 


Chapter  3 


INCOME  AND  OTHER 
MONEY  RECEIPTS 

The  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  is  unique  in  the  amount  of  infor- 
mation obtained  on  sources  of  income.  Because  the  type  of  income 
bears  on  its  distribution  by  size,  its  relative  permanence,  and  the 
stability  of  its  purchasing  power,  considerable  attention  is  directed 
in  this  chapter  to  the  shares  of  aggregate  income  of  the  aged 
from  various  sources  and  the  relative  number  of  persons  having 
some  income  from  these  sources. 

Summary  figures  on  the  income  of  all  those  aged  65  and  over 
are  also  provided,  together  with  an  analysis  of  the  relative  im- 
portance of  the  various  sources  of  income  among  aged  units  classi- 
fied into  income  thirds.  Attention  is  focused  on  differences 
between  beneficiary  and  nonbeneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over. 
The  extent  of  employment  in  1962,  the  receipt  of  private  pensions, 
and  the  receipt  of  public  assistance  are  examined  for  their  effect 
on  the  distribution  of  income  of  both  beneficiaries  and  nonbene- 
ficiaries.  Differences  by  age  are  analyzed  together  with  informa- 
tion on  those  aged  62  to  64.  There  is  also  a  brief  summary  of  the 
relative  number  of  individuals,  rather  than  units,  receiving  income 
from  specific  sources  and  a  description  of  money  receipts  not 
classified  as  current  income. 

THE  POPULATION  AGED  65  AND  OVER 

Sources  of  Income 

In  1962,  retirement  progra'.is  provided  two-fifths  of  the  aggre- 
gate income  of  persons  agea  65  and  over  and  their  spouses.  Of 
these  programs,  OASDHI  alone  accounted  for  30  percent  of  their 
income;  programs  for  railroad  and  government  workers,  about 
6  percent;  and  private  group  pension  plans,  slightly  more  than  3 
percent  (chart  3,1) . 

It  is  perhaps  surprising  that  an  age  group  generally  considered 
as  out  of  the  labor  force  had  aggregate  earnings  four-fifths  as 
large  as  their  total  benefits  under  public  and  private  retirement 
programs  combined.  This  relationship  results  in  large  part  from 
the  low  ratio  of  retirement  benefits  to  preretirement  earnings  that 
is  characteristic  of  most  retirement  programs. 
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Chart  3.1— Shares  of  aggregate  income  by  source  for  units  aged  65  and  over, 

1962 


RETIREMENT 
BENEFITS 


Retirement  benefits  were  reported  by  84  percent  of  the  couples, 
and  earned  income,  by  55  percent  (table  3.1).  For  nonmarried 
persons  the  corresponding  figures  were  67  percent  and  24  percent, 
with  men  somewhat  more  likely  than  women  to  have  both  current 
earnings  and  benefits  based  on  earlier  employment.  More  than 
9  in  every  10  of  the  units  with  payments  under  public  or  private 
retirement  programs  received  OASDHI  benefits.  Private  group 
pensions  went  to  16  percent  of  the  couples  and  5  percent  of  the 
nonmarried  persons,  most  of  whom  were  also  OASDHI  bene- 
ficiaries. About  half  the  persons  receiving  payment  as  retirees  or 
as  survivors  of  workers  in  railroad  or  government  employment 
also  received  OASDHI  benefits. 

Almost  half  the  aggregate  earnings  of  the  aged  were  reported 
by  couples  and  nonmarried  persons  aged  65  to  72  who  were 
not  on  the  OASDHI  rolls,  although  they  represented  only  14  per- 
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cent  of  the  units  in  the  65-and-over  age  group.  Most  of  these  work- 
ers could  have  drawn  benefits  had  it  not  been  for  their  employ- 
ment. For  nonbeneficiary  units  aged  73  or  older,  on  the  other 
hand,  earnings  were  much  less  important  as  a  source  of  income. 
Presumably,  people  in  the  older  group  did  not  work  because  of 
health  or  other  personal  reasons  or  because  no  work  was  available 
to  them.  Among  those  whose  benefits  started  in  1962,  four-fifths 
of  the  men  and  two-fifths  of  the  women  had  some  earnings  during 
the  year,  often  for  the  period  before  they  received  benefits.  As 
noted  below,  many  whose  OASDHI  benefits  started  before  1962 
also  had  some  earnings — for  men,  almost  as  many  of  those  aged 
73  and  over  as  of  those  aged  65  to  72.  Their  employment  was 
likely  to  be  occasional  or  part-time.  A  not  inconsiderable  portion 
of  the  aggregate  earnings  of  beneficiary  units  came  from  the  em- 
ployment of  spouses  who  were  not  themselves  entitled  to  benefits. 

Next  in  importance  after  OASDHI  and  earnings  as  a  source 
of  funds  for  the  aged  was  income  from  assets.  Interest,  dividends, 
and  rents  made  up  more  than  15  percent  of  the  total  income  in 
1962  for  persons  aged  65  and  over  and  their  spouses.  More  than 
three-fifths  of  the  couples  and  almost  half  the  nonmarried  men 
and  women  reported  some  income  of  this  type,  but  for  about  half 
of  them  it  was  no  more  than  $150  per  person  for  the  year  (table 
3.2). 

Public  assistance  and  veterans'  programs,  which  provided  5 
percent  and  4  percent,  respectively,  of  the  aggregate  money 
income  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  and  their  spouses,  followed 
retirement  benefits,  earnings,  and  asset  income  in  importance 
as  income  sources.  If  agency  payments  for  medical  care  made 
directly  to  a  hospital,  nursing  home,  physician,  or  other  vendor  had 
been  treated  as  cash  income,  the  total  for  public  assistance  would 
have  been  about  one-third  larger,  or  somewhat  more  than  6  per- 
cent. Public  assistance  was  reported  more  often  by  the  nonmar- 
ried (17  percent)  than  the  married  (8  percent).  The  reverse  was 
true  for  veterans'  compensation  and  pension  payments,  which 
more  often  go  to  men  than  to  women,  although  many  widows  do 
receive  such  benefits. 

These  figures  do  not  reflect  the  importance  of  different  sources 
of  income  at  various  income  levels.  Thus  public  assistance  was 
received  by  a  fifth  to  a  third  of  those  with  incomes  below  $2,000, 
as  shown  by  the  following  percentages  for  married  couples  and 
nonmarried  men  and  women  receiving  income  from  this  source 
at  the  specified  income  levels: 
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Married  Nonmarried  Nonmarried 
couples  men    women 

All  income  levels   8  17  17 


Less  than  $1,000   22  35  23 

$1,000-1,999   23  19  22 

$2,000-3,999   5  3  4 

Relatively  few  of  those  at  the  very  low  income  levels  received 
any  income  from  private  pensions,  and  this  source  was  less  im- 
portant at  the  levels  above  $5,000  than  in  the  ?2,000-?5,000  range, 
as  shown  by  the  percentages  receiving  income  from  this  source  at 
the  specified  income  levels : 

Married      Nonmarried  Nonmarried 
couples  men  women 


All  income  levels   16  10  3 


Less  than  $2,000   2  4  2 

$2,000-2,999   20  26  9 

$3,000-3,999   27  30  3 

$4,000-4,999   23  15  19 

$5,000  and  over   17  9  10 


Relatives  may  provide  support  by  cash  contributions,  by  sharing 
a  home,  or  by  paying  bills.  Cash  contributions  by  relatives  not 
living  in  the  same  household,  or  by  friends,  amounted  to  barely 
1  percent  of  the  aggregate  income.^  Only  3  percent  of  the  couples 
and  5  percent  of  the  nonmarried  reported  cash  contributions; 
these  included  occasional  contributions  as  well  as  contributions 
received  regularly.  Not  included  were  lump-sum  inheritances  and 
large  cash  gifts,  which  are  discussed  below  in  the  section,  ''Other 
Money  Receipts." 

In  summary,  it  may  be  noted  that  about  46  percent  of  the  total 
income  of  couples  and  nonmarried  persons  aged  65  and  over  came 
from  public  income-maintenance  programs — social  insurance,  vet- 
erans', and  public  assistance  programs.  Although  information  is 
not  available  on  the  exact  amount  received  in  the  form  of  unem- 
ployment and  temporary  disability  insurance  or  workmen's  com- 
pensation, it  is  estimated  that  it  was  not  more  than  1  percent. 
Nearly  90  percent  of  the  couples  and  80  percent  of  the  nonmar- 
ried had  some  income  from  a  public  income-maintenance  program. 
If  about  one-half  million  nonmarried  persons  who  reported  no  cash 
income  at  all  are  excluded  from  the  total,  the  latter  proportion 
rises  to  86  percent. 


1  In  the  chapter  on  living  arrangements,  the  income  of  those  who  share  a 
home  with  relatives  is  compared  with  the  income  of  those  living  by  themselves, 
and  it  is  also  related  to  the  income  of  the  entire  family. 
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Size  of  Income 

There  is  diversity  among  the  aged  not  only  in  sources  of  income, 
but  in  the  amount  received.  At  one  end  of  the  income  scale,  5  per- 
cent of  the  married  couples  reported  $10,000  or  more,  and  2  per- 
cent reported  $15,000  or  more.  Among  the  nonmarried,  4  percent 
had  $5,000  or  more. 

The  proportion  with  income  from  each  of  the  sources  discussed 
above  was  smaller  for  nonmarried  persons  than  it  was  for  couples, 
except  for  public  assistance  and  contributions  from  relatives.  It 
follows,  therefore,  that  the  nonmarried  were  at  a  considerable 
disadvantage  in  terms  of  total  cash  income ;  their  median  income 
was  $1,130,  compared  with  $2,875  for  couples  (table  3.3) .  A  third 
of  the  nonmarried  persons  aged.  65  and  over  had  less  than  $810 
during  1962,  and  a  third  of  the  couples  had  less  than  $2,200. 

Aged  widows  and  other  nonmarried  women  account  for  the 
unfavorable  income  position  of  the  nonmarried.  There  were  two 
and  one-half  times  as  many  nonmarried  women  as  nonmarried 
men,  because  women  tend  to  outlive  their  husbands  and  because 
widowers  are  more  likely  than  widows  to  remarry.  Roughly  half 
the  women,  compared  with  one-third  of  the  nonmarried  men,  had 
less  than  $1,000.  Two-thirds  of  the  women  and  half  the  men  had 
less  than  $1,370.  On  a  per  capita  basis,  the  median  income  position 
of  nonmarried  men  was  roughly  equivalent  to  that  of  couples. 
For  independent  living,  however,  one  person  needs  considerably 
more  than  half  as  much  as  two  who  share  a  home.  The  similarity 
of  income,  therefore,  does  not  imply  a  similar  level  of  living. 

Attention  is  focused  on  median  rather  than  mean  income  figures 
(table  3.2)  because  the  sample  estimate  of  a  mean  is  affected  much 
more  than  the  sample  estimate  of  a  median  by  a  few  extremely  high 
values  and  also  because  the  median  and  other  measures  of  the 
distribution  are  more  relevant  to  assessment  of  the  well-being 
of  the  aged.  The  sample  mean,  on  the  other  hand,  is  important  to 
estimate  aggregate  income.  Both  measures  are,  of  course,  sub- 
ject to  sampling  variability  as  well  as  to  errors  of  response  and 
nonreporting. 

Careful  review  of  the  characteristics  of  those  respondents  who 
failed  to  provide  complete  data  on  income  suggests  that  total 
money  income  was  probably  understated  by  about  6  percent,- 
OASDHI  benefit  income  was  well  reported  except  by  a  few  re- 
spondents who  failed  to  report  sizable  lump-sum  payments.  The. 
data  from  this  survey  on  income  from  assets  are  believed  to  be 


2  See  appendix  A. 
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relatively  complete,  and  earnings  were  relatively  well  reported. 
The  distribution  of  the  aggregate  by  type  should  therefore  not  be 
too  far  from  the  fact. 

After  upward  adjustment  of  the  sample  data  by  6  percent,  the 
aggregate  amount  of  income  received  in  1962  by  persons  aged  65 
and  over  and  younger  spouses  would  have  been  about  $38  billion. 
The  estimated  aggregate  includes  the  income  of  married  persons 
under  age  65  whose  spouses  were  older.  If  it  is  assumed  that  their 
income  was  the  same,  on  the  average,  as  that  of  half  the  average 
for  couples,  the  aggregate  income  in  1962  of  persons  aged  65  and 
over  would  be  estimated  at  $33  billion. 

Differences  Among  Income  Groups 

As  a  convenience  in  analyzing  differences  among  the  aged  by 
broad  income  classes,  each  group  of  aged  units — ^the  married 
couples,  nonmarried  men,  and  nonmarried  women — was  divided 
into  three  groups  of  equal  size — low,  middle,  and  high — on  the 
basis  of  the  amount  of  their  income  (table  3.9).  With  this  classi- 
fication, it  was  possible  to  identify  those  whose  income  was  rela- 
tively low,  moderate,  or  high  in  comparison  with  that  of  other 
aged  units  of  the  same  type. 

The  division  of  the  marital  groups  into  income  thirds  pointed 
up  a  marked  difference  in  mean  total  income  between  the  low 
and  the  high  thirds.  In  each  of  the  marital  groups,  the  high  third 
had  a  mean  income  of  five  or  six  times  that  of  the  low  third.  In 
other  words,  the  low  thirds  received  much  less  than  their  propor- 
tionate share  of  the  aggregate  income  and  the  upper  thirds  re- 
ceived much  more.  In  each  group  the  low  income  third  had  about 
one-ninth  of  the  aggregate  income  of  all  those  in  the  group  and 
the  top  third  had  about  two- thirds  of  the  aggregate.  These  dis- 
tributions by  income  thirds  were  roughly  similar  to  those  of  all 
families  in  the  United  States.^ 

The  sources  of  income  fell  into  two  main  groups:  those  most 
important  for  the  high  income  thirds  and  those  most  important  to 
the  low  thirds.  Earnings,  public  pensions  other  than  OASDHI 
benefits,  private  group  pensions,  and  income  from  interest,  divi- 
dends, and  rents  were  much  more  important  sources  for  the  high 
income  group  than  for  the  low.  The  share  of  total  income  derived 
from  these  sources  (table  3.9)  and  the  percentage  of  the  units 
having  income  from  these  sources  (table  3.8)  were  usually  sev- 
eral times  larger  in  the  high  income  thirds  than  in  the  low. 

3  The  distribution  of  aggregate  family  income  was  derived  from  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  U.S.  Census  of  Population,  1960:  Sources  and  Structure  of  Family 
Income,  Final  Report,  PC(2)-4C,  table  7. 
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For  all  the  high  income  groups,  earnings  were  the  largest  single 
source  of  income  and  accounted  for  more  than  half  the  income  of 
the  couples  at  this  level.  Among  nonmarried  women,  earnings  were 
only  a  little  larger  than  income  from  interests,  dividends,  and 
rent  and  slightly  larger  than  OASDHI  benefits.  If  income  from 
other  types  of  retirement  benefits  is  added  to  that  from  OASDHI, 
then  total  retirement  benefits  become  a  larger  source  of  income 
than  -earnings  for  the  high  third  of  nonmarried  women. 

The  larger  proportion  of  units  with  earnings  was  probably 
the  chief  reason  that  total  income  of  the  high  income  thirds  was 
as  high  as  it  was.  Among  couples,  76  percent  of  the  high  income 
group,  compared  with  33  percent  of  the  low  income  group,  had 
income  from  earnings.  The  difference  in  aggregate  earnings  be- 
tween the  low  and  high  income  groups  accounted  for  62  percent 
of  the  difference  in  total  income  for  couples  and  for  half  the  dif- 
ference among  nonmarried  men.  The  greater  aggregate  earnings 
in  the  high  income  group  are  associated  with  the  younger  age  of 
those  in  the  high  income  group,  as  suggested  by  comparing  the 
percent  of  those  aged  65  to  72  in  the  low  and  high  thirds : 


Low  third. 
High  third 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

46 

32 

32 

74 

62 

58 

The  difference  between  the  low  and  high  thirds  in  the  mean 
income  from  interest,  dividends,  and  rents  was  the  second  most 
important  reason  for  the  difference  in  total  income.  For  non- 
married  women  the  difference  among  the  income  groups  with 
respect  to  this  source  was  almost  as  great  as  the  difference  in 
earnings. 

Benefits  under  OASDHI  made  up  a  larger  share  of  total  income 
among  the  low  and  middle  income  thirds  than  among  the  high 
thirds.  This  was  because  people  in  the  lower  income  groups  had 
very  little  other  income,  rather  than  because  they  received  more 
in  benefits.  In  fact,  average  OASDHI  benefits  were  substantially 
less  in  dollar  amounts  in  the  low  income  thirds  than  in  the  high 
thirds. 

BENEFICIARIES  AND  NONBENEFICIARIES  COMPARED 

In  general,  OASDHI  beneficiaries  were  better  off  in  terms  of 
income  than  nonbeneficiaries  if  they  were  not  married  and  less 
well  off  if  they  were.  The  differences  reflect  in  large  part  the 
degree  of  attachment  to  the  labor  force.  The  median  income  in 
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1962  of  beneficiary  couples  aged  65  and  over  was  $2,710,  com- 
pared with  $3,580  for  couples  not  receiving  benefits  (table  3.3). 
Income  of  less  than  $1,000  was  reported  by  4  percent  of  the  bene- 
ficiaries and  10  percent  of  the  nonbeneficiaries,  and  incomes  of 
$5,000  or  more,  by  15  percent  and  35  percent. 

Nonmarried  men  on  the  benefit  rolls  had  a  median  income  of 
$1,375  (slightly  more  than  half  that  of  couples),  and  other  non- 
married  men  had  $1,135.  For  nonmarried  women  the  median  in- 
come in  1962  was  about  $1,200  for  those  receiving  OASDHI^  and 
only  $775  for  the  others.  Nonmarried  women  whose  benefits  were 
based  on  their  own  work  record  were  better  off  than  those  draw- 
ing widow's  benefits  based  on  the  employment  of  a  deceased  hus- 
band; the  median  incomes  were,  respectively,  $1,300  and  $1,105. 

The  differences  in  income  between  beneficiaries  and  nonbene- 
ficiaries result  in  large  part  from  the  income  source  and  the  inter- 
related factor  of  age.  Beneficiary  couples  received  half  their 
income  in  the  form  of  retirement  benefits — 40  percent  from 
OASDHI  alone  and  6  percent  from  private  pensions  (chart  3.2 
and  table  3.6).  Earnings  made  up  one-fourth  of  the  total.  Non- 
beneficiary  couples,  on  the  other  hand,  received  more  than  two- 
thirds  of  their  income  from  employment,  only  12  percent  from 
retirement  benefits  for  railroad  and  government  employees,  and 
less  than  1  percent  from  private  pensions.  Interest,  dividends,  and 
rents  accounted  for  one-sixth  of  the  income  of  beneficiary  couples 
and  one-tenth  of  that  of  nonbeneficiary  couples.  Only  1  percent 
of  the  income  of  beneficiary  couples  came  from  public  assistance, 
while  4  percent  of  the  income  of  nonbeneficiary  couples  came 
from  this  source. 

Because  public  programs  are  limited  in  what  they  can  pay, 
groups  relying  on  such  payments  for  a  substantial  share  of  their 
support  will  have  lower  incomes,  on  the  average,  than  those  who 
still  rely  heavily  on  earnings.  However,  some  pension  programs 
pay  more  than  others.  Among  the  nonbeneficiaries,  almost  one- 
fourth  of  the  couples,  one-seventh  of  the  nonmarried  men,  and 
one-tenth  of  the  nonmarried  women  reported  retirement  income 
from  railroad  or  Federal,  State,  or  local  government  employee  pro- 
grams. The  median  amounts  received  were  substantially  higher, 
on  the  average,  than  the  median  OASDHI  benefits  for  each  marital 
group  (table  3.2) . 

Almost  two-thirds  of  the  nonbeneficiary  couples  had  earnings, 
and  half  the  beneficiary  couples  had  some  income  from  employ- 
ment. Among  couples  reporting  earnings,  median  income  from 
this  source  was  over  $4,800  for  nonbeneficiaries,  but  less  than 
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Chart  3.2— Shares  of  aggregate  income  by  source  for  beneficiaries  and 
nonbeneficiaries  aged  65  and  over,  1962 


NOTE:     For  identification  of  sources,  see  Chart  3.1 
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$1,200  for  beneficiaries.  Most  of  the  men  beneficiaries  who  sup- 
plemented their  retirement  income  by  earnings  had  only  part-time 
or  occasional  jobs;  for  a  few,  earnings  were  large  enough  to  re- 
quire suspension  of  their  benefits.  A  few  of  the  men  had  younger 
wives  with  sizable  earnings,  and  a  few  married  women  aged  65 
and  over  who  were  drawing  benefits  had  younger  husbands  with 
full-time  employment.  The  contribution  made  by  the  younger 
spouses  is  indicated  by  the  fact  that  the  median  income  other  than 
benefits  was  twice  as  high  for  beneficiary  couples  with  only  one 
spouse  entitled  all  year  as  for  couples  with  both  husband  and 
wife  entitled  all  year — $1,990  compared  with  $985;^  a  third 
of  the  former  group  but  only  one-seventh  of  the  latter  had  non- 
benefit  income  of  $3,000  or  more  in  1962  (table  3.12). 

Because  nonmarried  persons  were  older  than  married  persons, 
earnings  were  a  much  less  important  part  of  their  income.  For 
those  not  receiving  OASDHI  benefits,  public  assistance  was  of 
great  importance,  with  cash  assistance  payments  making  up  16 
percent  of  total  income  for  nonmarried  men  and  27  percent  for 
nonmarried  women.  Nearly  one-third  of  the  nonmarried  nonbene- 
ficiaries  reported  some  support  in  this  form.  The  median  amount 
of  the  support  that  they  received  was  almost  $800.  By  contrast, 
only  one-tenth  of  the  nonmarried  beneficiaries  received  any  cash 
payment  from  a  public  assistance  agency,  and  such  payments 
accounted  for  no  more  than  4  percent  of  their  income.  Because 
these  payments  were  supplemental  to  a  basic  income  provided 
by  benefits,  median  payments  to  recipient  beneficiaries  were  sub- 
stantially less  than  the  average  reported  by  nonmarried  nonbene- 
ficiaries. 

Relationship  of  Income  Size  to  Source 

OASDHI  benefits. — OASDHI  benefits  served  to  reduce  the  need 
for  public  assistance,  but  their  importance  in  this  respect  should 
not  be  overemphasized.  Nearly  two-fifths  of  the  persons  receiv- 
ing old-age  assistance  in  1962  and  about  three-fifths  of  all  new 
applicants  in  that  year  were  already  receiving  OASDHI  benefits.^ 
A  considerable  number  of  beneficiaries  needed  public  assistance 
because  of  medical  care  costs,  others  because  their  benefits  are 

^  In  some  cases  the  spouse  not  entitled  to  OASDHI  benefits  was  past  age 
65  but  still  employed  full  time,  and  in  others  the  spouse  was  drawing  a  pen- 
sion under  another  program.  In  most  cases,  however,  the  spouse  was  under 
age  65  and  employed. 

•5  David  Eppley,  "Concurrent  Receipt  of  PA  and  OASDI  by  Persons  Aged 
65  and  Over,  Early  1963,"  Welfare  in  Review,  March  1964;  also,  Bureau  of 
Family  Services,  Reasons  for  Opening  and  Closing  Public  Assistance  Cases, 
July  to  December  1962.   (Mimeographed.)   Data  are  for  31  States. 
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low.  In  1962  a  substantial  number  aged  65  and  over  received 
the  minimum  benefit  of  $40  then  payable  to  a  worker  retiring  at 
age  65  or  to  an  aged  widow  (table  3.15).  Some  received  even  less 
than  the  legal  minimum  because  they  chose  an  actuarial  reduction 
in  order  to  obtain  a  benefit  before  they  reached  age  65. 

A  large  number  of  beneficiaries  had  little  cash  income  besides 
their  benefit  (table  3.7).  In  1962  about  one-third  of  the  non- 
married  beneficiaries  received  less  than  $150  in  income  other  than 
benefits  (including  public  assistance)  during  the  entire  year,  and 
one-fifth  of  the  couples  had  less  than  $300  in  addition  to  their 
benefits.  There  had  been  little  improvement  in  this  respect  since 
1957,  when  the  income  of  beneficiaries  was  last  studied  (see  chart 
6.2,  in  chapter  6). 

OASDHI  benefits  are  of  particular  importance  for  nonmarried 
men  and  women.  The  median  income  received  by  beneficiaries  in 
1962  other  than  their  benefits  is  compared  in  the  following  tabu- 
lation with  the  median  total  income  received  by  nonbeneficiaries : 


OASDHI  benefits  can  be  analyzed  as  a  component  of  ''retire- 
ment income,"  a  classification  that  includes  only  those  sources  that 
are  reasonably  permanent,  i.e.,  OASDHI  and  other  public  retire- 
ment benefits  such  as  railroad  and  government  employees'  retire- 
ment benefits,  private  group  pensions  and  individual  annuities, 
interest,  dividends,  and  rents,  and  veterans'  benefits ;  excluded  are 
such  sources  as  public  assistance,  earnings,  unemployment  insur- 
ance, and  personal  contributions.  In  1962,  the  median  amount  of 
such  income  was  roughly  three-fourths  that  of  total  income  of 
beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over  (table  3.16).  Retirement  income 
other  than  OASDHI  benefits  of  as  much  as  $150  per  person  was 
received  by  only  54  percent  of  the  couples  and  40  percent  of  the 
nonmarried  beneficiaries  (table  3.14) ,  compared  with  44  percent 
and  34  percent  of  those  in  the  1957  survey.  The  median  retire- 
ment income  in  1962,  including  OASDHI  benefits,  was  $2,000  for 
couples  and  about  $1,000  for  nonmarried  beneficiaries  (table 
3.13).  For  beneficiaries  in  the  1957  survey,  the  corresponding 
medians  were  $1,580  and  about  $800.  A  large  proportion  of  the 
gain  resulted  from  improvement  in  OASDHI  benefits. 

Earnings. — When  aged  units  are  classified  by  their  work  experi- 
ence in  1962,  it  is  clear  that  beneficiaries,  whatever  their  marital 


Non- 
Beneficiaries  beneficiaries 


Married  couples. . .  . 
Nonmarried  men .  .  . 
Nonmarried  women 


$1,225 
495 
420 


$3,580 
1,135 
755 
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status,  generally  had  higher  income  than  nonbeneficiaries,  except 
for  those  with  full-time  jobs,  that  is,  jobs  at  which  one  usually 
works  35  or  more  hours  per  week  (table  3.4) . 

For  couples  with  either,  or  both,  husband  or  wife  working  in 
1962  at  jobs  that  were  usually  full-time,  the  median  income  was 
$4,110  if  one  or  both  was  a  beneficiary  and  $6,060  if  neither  was 
a  beneficiary.  When  the  jobs  were  part-time,  the  median  was 
$3,000  for  beneficiary  couples  and  $2,400  for  nonbeneficiai  ies. 
Among  those  with  only  part-time  jobs,  beneficiaries,  married  or 
not,  did  better  on  the  average  than  nonbeneficiaries.  The  advan- 
tage of  beneficiary  status  was  greatest  for  those  with  no  work. 
The  relatively  small  group  of  nonbeneficiary  units  with  part-time 
jobs  had  median  incomes  much  closer  to  those  of  units  who  had 
not  worked  at  all  in  1962  than  to  those  whose  jobs  were  usually 
full-time. 

Private  pensions  and  public  assistance. — Persons  with  private 
pensions  constitute  the  economically  elite  among  retired  OASDHI 
beneficiaries.  Their  median  total  income  of  $3,400  was  only  one- 
sixth  less  than  that  of  beneficiary  couples  with  at  least  one  mem- 
ber working  at  a  full-time  job.  And  for  nonmarried  beneficiaries 
a  private  pension  did  as  much  as  full-time  employment  to  raise 
the  average  level  of  income.  At  the  other  extreme  among  bene- 
ficiaries were  those  who  had  turned  to  public  assistance. 

The  median  income  for  beneficiary  couples  with  private  pensions 
was  about  twice  the  median  of  $1,730  for  couples  whose  benefits 
were  supplemented  by  public  assistance  money  payments  (table 
3.5).  For  the  nonmarried  the  differences  were  similar.  The 
median  for  those  with  a  private  pension  was  roughly  $2,200,  and 
for  those  receiving  public  assistance  it  was  about  $1,150,  with  only 
minor  differences  between  men  and  women. 

The  great  majority  of  beneficiaries  received  neither  a  private 
pension  nor  public  assistance.  They  were  a  diverse  group.  Pre- 
sumably they  included  almost  all  who  had  full-time  jobs  (and 
probably  most  of  those  with  part-time  jobs).  But  they  also  in- 
cluded those  living  on  the  margin  of  poverty,  with  or  without 
help  from  relatives.  Consequently,  although  almost  one-sixth  of 
the  beneficiary  couples  with  neither  a  private  pension  nor  public 
assistance  had  incomes  of  $5,000  or  more,  about  twice  as  many 
(one-third)  had  less  than  $2,000. 

Few  nonbeneficiaries  had  private  pensions — so  few  that  no 
analysis  of  the  income  of  those  who  did,  based  on  the  sample  study, 
would  be  statistically  valid.  It  is  significant,  however,  that,  except 
for  nonmarried  women  among  those  not  receiving  assistance,  non- 
beneficiaries had  more  income  than  beneficiaries,  on  the  average, 
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presumably  because  of  employment.  Nonbeneficiary  units  receiv- 
ing assistance,  on  the  other  hand,  were  at  a  considerable  disadvan- 
tage as  compared  with  beneficiary  units  who  were  receiving  assist- 
ance to  supplement  their  benefits.  This  is  at  least  in  part  because 
of  the  maximums  placed  on  assistance  payments  by  most  States 
and  the  fact  that  limited  funds  make  it  impossible  for  some  States 
to  meet  full  need  as  determined  under  their  own  standard.^  On 
the  other  hand,  some  of  the  cash  assistance  received  by  bene- 
ficiaries may  have  been  to  meet  heavy  medical  expenses  rather 
than  merely  for  family  living  expenses.  Nonmarried  women  re- 
ceiving neither  OASDHI  benefits  nor  public  assistance  had  the 
smallest  cash  income  of  any  group.  In  all  likelihood,  a  consider- 
able proportion  of  them  were  maintained  in  institutions  at  public 
expense  or  were  supported  entirely  by  relatives  with  whom  they 
lived. 

Veterans'  pensions. — With  payments  to  veterans  vying  in  im- 
portance with  private  pensions  and  public  assistance  as  a  source 
of  income  for  the  aged,  particularly  nonbeneficiaries,  it  seems  use- 
ful to  examine  the  effect  of  veteran  status  on  income.  Veterans 
with  service-connected  disabilities  are  entitled  to  compensation 
that  varies  with  the  severity  of  the  disability ;  those  with  nonserv- 
ice-connected  disabilities  are  eligible  for  pensions  subject  to  an 
income  test. 

About  half  the  men  covered  in  the  survey,  married  and  non- 
married  alike,  who  reported  themselves  as  veterans  were  drawing 
benefits  under  one  of  the  income-maintenance  programs  of  the 
Veterans'  Administration,  usually  the  pension  program. 

Veterans  had  substantially  higher  incomes  than  nonveterans, 
with  the  difference  much  smaller  among  those  receiving  OASDHI 
benefits  than  among  those  not  on  the  rolls.  This  is  shown  by  the 
following  median-income  figures  for  the  65-and-over  group : 


Married  couples  Nonmarried  men 


Veterans 

Non- 
veterans 

Veterans 

Non- 
veterans 

Total,  65  and  over .  . 

.  $3,900 

$2,560 

$2,075 

$1,230 

By  benefit  status: 

Beneficiaries  

3,680 

2,465 

1,900 

1,285 

Nonbeneficiaries  

4,620 

2,895 

2,680 

925 

By  age: 

65-72  

3,950 

2,920 

2,150 

1,460 

73  and  over  

3,500 

2,240 

1,845 

1,110 

6  David  Eppley,  "Concurrent  Receipt  of  PA  and  OASDI  by  Persons  Aged 
65  and  Over,  Early  1963,"  Welfare  in  Review,  March  1964. 
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The  pattern  reflects,  in  part,  age  differences,  with  nonveterans 
heavily  concentrated  at  ages  73  and  over,  and  veterans  at  the 
younger  ages.  Income  sources  likewise  differed.  Taking  all  those 
aged  65  and  over  as  a  group,  veterans  were  slightly  more  likely 
to  work  than  nonveterans,  slightly  less  likely  to  receive  OASDHI 
benefits.  Perhaps  because  of  the  veterans-preference  provisions  of 
the  Federal  and  most  State  and  local  civil  service  systems,  vet- 
rans  were  about  twice  as  likely  as  nonveterans  to  receive  bene- 
fits under  other  public  retirement  programs.  As  would  be  expected, 
therefore,  veterans  rarely  turned  to  public  assistance,  although 
it  was  a  relatively  important  resource  for  nonveterans. 

Differences  Among  Income  Groups 

When  comparisons  are  made  between  beneficiaries  and  nonbene- 
ficiaries  in  the  three  income  groups,  one  of  the  more  striking  find- 
ings is  that  the  range  in  average  total  income  between  the  low  and 
high  income  groups  was  much  greater  for  nonbeneficiaries  (table 
3.9).  In  other  words,  among  nonbeneficiaries  the  rich  are  richer 
and  the  poor  are  poorer  than  among  beneficiaries.  This  finding  is 
consistent  with  the  greater  heterogeneity  among  nonbeneficiaries 
found  in  other  areas."^  Most  nonbeneficiaries  either  lack  the  pro- 
tection of  OASDHI  and  thus  tend  to  have  low  incomes  upon  retire- 
ment, or  they  are  covered  by  OASDHI  but  are  not  drawing  bene- 
fits because  they  still  have  substantial  earnings  and  thus  tend  to 
have  relatively  high  incomes. 

Sources  of  income  among  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  gen- 
erally followed  the  same  pattern  according  to  income  thirds  as  did 
those  of  the  total  groups.  Earnings,  public  pensions  other  than 
OASDHI,  private  group  pensions,  and  income  from  interest,  divi- 
dends, and  rent  were  more  important  for  the  high  income  thirds 
than  for  the  low,  among  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  alike 
(tables  3.8  and  3.9).  For  nonbeneficiaries,  however,  there  were 
some  exceptions  to  these  patterns.  Public  pensions  other  than 
OASDHI  benefits  were  more  important  to  the  middle  thirds  than 
to  either  the  low  or  the  high  thirds  among  nonbeneficiaries. 

Most  of  the  income  received  by  beneficiaries  in  the  low  third 
came  from  OASDHI  benefits  (75  percent  for  couples  and  93  per- 
cent for  the  nonmarried) .  Among  these  low  income  beneficiaries, 
62  percent  of  the  nonmarried  men  and  72  percent  of  the  non- 
married  women  were  almost  entirely  dependent  on  OASDHI  bene- 
fits (table  3.10) . 


7  See  Part  III,  "Employment  and  Retirement." 
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In  contrast,  much  of  the  income  received  by  nonbeneficiaries 
in  the  low  third  came  from  public  assistance  and  veterans'  bene- 
fits (56  percent  for  couples,  63  percent  for  nonmarried  women,  and 
84  percent  for  nonmarried  men) . 

For  nonbeneficiaries  in  the  high  income  group,  the  chief  sources 
of  income 'were  earnings  and  interest,  dividends,  and  rents  (90 
percent  for  couples,  76  percent  for  nonmarried  men,  and  62  per- 
cent for  nonmarried  women).  Beneficiaries  in  the  high  income 
thirds  were  much  less  dependent  on  these  sources  because  from 
one-fifth  to  almost  two-fifths  of  their  income  came  from  OASDHI 
benefits. 

OASDHI  benefits  ranged  from  nearly  three-fourths  of  the  total 
income  among  couples  with  incomes  under  $1,000  to  less  than  one- 
fifth  among  those  with  incomes  over  $3,000,  many  of  whom  had 
not  yet  retired.  For  the  nonmarried,  it  is  estimated  that  benefits 
varied  from  just  over  half  of  total  income  among  those  with  less 
than  $1,000  to  about  one-tenth  of  the  total  among  those  with 
$3,000  or  more  in  income.  Benefits  did  not  account  for  a  larger 
proportion  of  the  income  of  nonmarried  persons  with  less  than 
$1,000  because  over  half  of  them  were  not  eligible  for  benefits, 
since  they  had  reached  retirement  age  before  they  or  their  hus- 
bands could  earn  insured  status. 

When  the  analysis  is  limited  to  beneficiaries,  and  specifically 
to  those  entitled  to  benefits  throughout  1962,  the  proportion  of 
income  accounted  for  by  benefits  is,  of  course,  substantially  larger, 
particularly  among  the  nonmarried.  This  is  shown  by  the  follow- 
ing summary: 

 All  aged  units  Beneficiary  units  

Married         Nonmarried         Married  Nonmarried 
couples      men  and  women      couples      men  and  women 

All  income  classes.       28  33  40  50 

Under  $1,000   72  54  87  85 

$1,000-1,999   62  49  74  65 

$2,000-2,999   50  35  59  42 

$3,000  and  over   18  11  27  22 

Of  the  aggregate  OASDHI  benefits^  flowing  to  married  couples 
with  one  or  both  members  aged  65  and  over,  about  half  went  to 
those  with  total  incomes  between  $1,000  and  $3,000,  and  almost 

8  Excluding  benefits  paid  to  aged  persons  who  died  before  the  end  of  1962, 
and  including  benefits  paid  to  married  persons  under  age  65  with  spouse  65 
and  over,  it  is  estimated  from  survey  data  that  benefits  of  $10.5  billion  were 
paid  out,  $6.1  billion  to  married  persons  and  $4.4  to  the  nonmarried  aged  65 
and  over. 
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all  the  rest  to  those  with  larger  incomes.  Of  the  benefits  paid  to 
nonmarried  persons  aged  65  and  over,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is 
estimated  that  more  than  two-thirds  went  to  those  with  less  than 
$2,000  total  money  income,  and  nearly  half  to  those  with  $1,000 
to  $2,000,  as  shown  by  the  following  percentages: 

Married  Nonmarried 
couples      men  and  women 

All  income  classes   100  100 

Under  $1,000   3  23 

$1,000-1,999   19  47 

$2,000-2,999   31  18 

$3,000-3,999   18  5 

$4,000  and  over   28  7 

AGE  DIFFERENCES 

The  Younger  and  Older  Groups  Among  Those  Aged  65  and 
Over 

Comparison  of  the  income  situation  of  the  group  aged  65  to 

72  and  the  group  aged  73  and  over  points  up  the  relationship 
between  age  and  income.  Much  of  the  disparity  in  income  posi- 
tion between  beneficiary  and  nonbeneficiary  units  or  between 
married  and  nonmarried  units  has  been  attributed  to  differences 
in  age  distribution.  Age  is  associated,  in  turn,  with  the  extent  of 
labor-force  participation. 

Of  the  couples  aged  65  and  over,  three-fifths  were  less  than  73 
years  old,  but  of  the  nonmarried  units,  almost  three-fifths  were 

73  years  old  or  older  (see  chapter  2) .  Relatively  more  nonbene- 
ficiary  couples  than  beneficiary  couples  were  in  the  younger  age 
group  (72  percent  compared  with  59  percent).  For  nonmarried 
men,  the  age  difference  between  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries 
was  insignificant,  with  slightly  less  than  half  under  age  73. 
Among  women,  however,  more  than  half  of  those  with  OASDHI 
benefits,  but  less  than  a  third  of  the  nonbeneficiaries,  were  under 
age  73. 

Median  incomes  were  smaller  for  the  73-and-over  group  than 
for  the  65-to-72  age  group,  for  each  marital  and  beneficiary  status 
classification,  but  the  disparity  was  substantial  only  for  couples 
and  nonmarried  men  not  on  the  OASDHI  rolls:  $4,750  compared 
with  $1,680  for  couples,  and  $2,000  compared  with  $860  for  non- 
married  men  (table  3.19  and  charts  3.3  and  3.4).  These  figures 
clearly  reflect  the  fact  that  employment  provided  three-fourths 
of  the  income  of  younger  nonbeneficiary  couples  but  only  18  per- 
cent for  older  ones ;  the  corresponding  figures  for  nonmarried  men 
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were  two-thirds  and  9  percent  (table  3.20).  Presumably,  most 
of  the  younger  workers  could  have  drawn  OASDHI  benefits  had 
it  not  been  for  their  employment,  but  those  aged  73  and  over  were 
apparently  not  eligible. 

Public  assistance  provided  about  one-fifth  and  two-fifths,  re- 
spectively, of  the  aggregate  income  of  older  couples  and  older  non- 
married  men  who  did  not  receive  OASDHI  benefits.  Other  public 
retirement  programs  were  important  to  them,  but  of  the  nonmar- 
ried,  substantially  fewer  received  retirement  benefits  than  public 
assistance  (table  3.17).  Public  assistance  payments  amounted  to 
almost  half  as  much  as  retirement  benefits,  on  the  average,  for 
recipient  couples  and  more  than  twice  as  much  for  the  nonmarried 
not  receiving  benefits. 

As  previously  noted,  nonmarried  women  not  receiving  OASDHI 
benefits  were  the  most  seriously  disadvantaged  of  all  groups  with 
respect  to  cash  income.  Moreover,  those  aged  65  to  72  were  not 
much  better  off  than  those  who  were  older.  Because  neither  age 
group  had  much  employment,  the  median  incomes  were  $855  and 
$720. 

Among  beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over,  those  under  age  73  were 
somewhat  better  off  than  the  older  ones.  The  difference  is  not 
great  because  so  much  of  their  income  is  in  the  form  of  benefits. 
Some  difference  in  favor  of  the  younger  units  might  be  expected, 
however,  for  the  following  reasons:  first,  the  benefits  of  younger 
units  generally  started  later  and  consequently  were  based  on  em- 
ployment at  higher  average  earnings ;  second,  younger  units  would 
have  had  less  time  to  use  up  any  assets  with  which  they  entered 
retirement,  an  action  that  often  reduces  current  income  in  later 
years;  and  third,  they  presumably  have  an  advantage  in  the  cur- 
rent labor  market  over  older  persons. 

Earnings  made  up  the  same  proportion  of  aggregate  income  for 
each  of  the  two  age  groups  for  beneficiary  couples  (about  one- 
fourth)  and  for  nonmarried  men  beneficiaries  (one-seventh) .  The 
median  earnings  for  beneficiary  units  in  each  age  group  reporting 
them  were  almost  $1,200  for  couples  and  around  $700  for  nonmar- 
ried men  (table  3.18).  Interest,  dividends,  and  rents  formed  about 
one-sixth  of  the  aggregate  income  of  beneficiary  couples  and  non- 
married  women  beneficiaries.  Moreover,  almost  as  large  a  pro- 
portion of  the  older  as  of  the  younger  men  beneficiaries  had  earn- 
ings. This  lack  of  difference  probably  reflects  the  effect  of  the 
retirement-test  provisions,  which  permit  payment  of  benefits, 
regardless  of  earnings,  to  beneficiaries  aged  72  and  over.  The 
proportion  with  asset  income  was  likewise  as  high  or  higher  for 
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Chart  3.3— Income  and  earnings  for  married  couples,  by  beneficiary  status 

and  age,  1962 


Median  income 


Percent 
with  earnings 

100  I  


62-     65-  73  and  62-     65-    73  and 

64        72       over  64        72  over 

Beneficiary  couples  Nonbeneficiary 
entitled  before  1962  Couples 


INCOME  AND  OTHER  MONEY  RECEIPTS 


53 


Chart  3.4— Income  and  public  assistance  for  nonmarried  units,  by  bene- 
ficiary status  and  age,  1962 
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the  oldest  beneficiaries  as  for  those  aged  65  to  72,  presumably  be- 
cause the  great  majority  of  older  persons  make  every  effort  to 
hold  on  to  some  assets  for  the  final  emergency. 

Nonmarried  women  aged  65  and  over  who  were  drawing 
OASDHI  benefits  as  retired  workers  had  almost  the  same  total 
incomes  as  nonmarried  men  beneficiaries  of  that  age.  This  simi- 
larity reflects  to  some  extent  a  difference  in  age  distribution:  58 
percent  of  the  men  were  aged  73  or  older,  compared  with  46  per- 
cent of  the  women  retired  workers.  Within  each  of  the  two  age 
groups,  women  who  were  retired  workers  received  less  than  men 
but  more  than  women  who  received  benefits  as  widows  (chart 
3.4).  Although  median  survivor  income  of  widows  tended  to  be 
as  high  as  or  higher  than  the  retirement  benefits  of  the  retired 
women,  twice  as  many  retired  women  as  widows  in  each  age  group 
reported  earnings.  In  addition,  the  median  earnings  of  earners 
were  substantially  higher  for  retired  ^\^omen  than  for  widows. 
Many  widows  had  never  worked,  or  the  benefits  they  could  have 
drawn  on  their  own  earnings  record  were  smaller  than  those  to 
which  they  were  entitled  as  dependents.  (Almost  three-fourths  of 
the  nonmarried  women  retired  workers  were  widows.) 

Among  nonmarried  retired  workers,  the  differences  in  income 
between  men  and  women  were  actually  smaller  than  might  have 
been  expected  on  the  basis  of  characteristic  differences  between 
the  sexes  in  earnings.  Partly  responsible  is  the  OASDHI  benefit 
formula,  which  is  weighted  in  favor  of  the  worker  with  low  aver- 
age earnings.  Fewer  men  than  women  reported  earnings,  and  the 
median  earnings  of  employed  men  were  lower  than  those  of 
employed  women  in  both  older  age  groups.  Retired  men  generally 
had  slightly  less  than  retired  women  in  income  other  than  bene- 
fits because,  with  the  exception  of  veterans'  benefits  and  private 
group  pensions,  women  usually  had  either  a  higher  proportion 
receiving,  or  a  higher  amount  of  income  per  recipient,  from  other 
income  components. 

The  Group  Aged  62  to  64 

When  the  group  aged  62  to  64  is  compared  with  the  two  older 
groups,  it  is  immediately  apparent  that  nonbeneficiaries  aged  62 
to  64  were,  in  the  main,  regular  members  of  the  labor  force.  Even 
among  nonmarried  women,  70  percent  had  worked  in  1962,  so 
that  earnings  represented  more  than  four-fifths  of  the  total  income 
of  the  group.  It  is  equally  clear  that  those  who  claimed  OASDHI 
benefits  before  they  reached  age  65  did  so  because  they  needed 
the  benefit.  About  one-fourth  of  the  men  who  were  beneficiaries 
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qualified  for  disability  benefits.  For  most  of  the  others,  apparent- 
ly, limited  earnings  made  even  a  reduced  benefit  attractive.  About 
7  out  of  10  couples  reported  some  income  from  employment.  The 
median  earnings  of  couples  with  one  or  both  members  employed 
at  some  time  during  the  year,  however,  were  only  $1,220,  essen- 
tially the  same  as  for  older  beneficiary  couples  who  reported  earn- 
ings (table  3.18). 

The  median  income  of  the  group  aged  62  to  64  was  approximate- 
ly the  same  as  that  of  the  73-and-over  age  group  for  both  bene- 
ficiary couples  and  nonmarried  men  and  only  moderately  larger 
for  women  retired  workers.  In  the  case  of  women  who  receive 
benefits  on  the  basis  of  their  rights  as  widows,  there  is  no  actuarial 
reduction  imposed  for  taking  a  widow's  benefit  at  age  62.  As  a 
result,  median  income  was  slightly  higher  for  widow  beneficiaries 
aged  62  to  64  than  for  those  aged  65  to  72  and  substantially  higher 
than  for  those  aged  73  and  over.  It  was  somewhat  higher  also 
than  the  median  for  all  nonmarried  retired  workers,  men  as  well 
as  women,  in  the  same  age  group. 

Except  among  widow  beneficiaries,  those  who  claim  OASDHI 
benefits  before  they  attain  age  65  are  much  less  likely  than  other 
beneficiaries  to  have  income  from  assets,  and  the  amount  received 
is  likely  to  be  lower.  Among  these  early  retirees,  only  two-thirds 
as  many  couples  and  half  as  many  nonmarried  men  had  any 
income  from  interest,  dividends,  or  rents.  Fewer  had  private 
group  pensions,  even  though  the  growth  of  private  pension  plans 
might  lead  one  to  expect  that  a  larger  proportion  of  each  succes- 
sive age  cohort  reaching  retirement  would  have  rights  to  a  private 
pension. 

SOURCES  OF  INCOME  OF  PERSONS 

Married  persons  generally  share  many  income  sources,  so  that 
data  on  income  size  are  more  meaningful  for  couples  than  for 
married  persons  individually.  It  is  nevertheless  useful  for  a  vari- 
ety of  purposes  to  know  the  total  number  of  persons  having  income 
from  specified  sources  (tables  3.21  and  3.22). 

The  count  of  persons  reporting  income  from  various  sources 
includes  beneficiaries  who  became  entitled  during  the  survey  year, 
but  excludes  spouses  in  the  aged  units  who  were  under  age  62. 
Each  member  of  the  aged  unit  is  classified  according  to  his  or  her 
own  beneficiary  status  at  the  end  of  the  survey  year,  and  income 
reported  as  shared  by  a  married  couple  is  ascribed  to  both  hus- 
band and  wife.  Despite  differences  in  the  population  groupings, 
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findings  with  respect  to  sources  of  income  of  beneficiaries  and  non- 
beneficiaries,  men  and  women,  i.e.,  ''persons"  as  distinguished 
from  ''units,"  are  similar  to  those  for  sources  of  income  of  aged 
units. 

Among  men  aged  65  and  over,  beneficiaries  reported  income 
from  earnings  less  frequently  than  nonbeneficiaries — 40  percent 
as  against  47  percent  (table  3.21).  More  beneficiaries  than  non- 
beneficiaries were  over  72  years  old,  at  which  age  only  a  rela- 
tively small  proportion  of  men  in  the  total  population  are  in  the 
labor  force  (see  table  7.2)  ;  also,  the  nonbeneficiaries  included 
some  regularly  employed  men  eligible  for  OASDHI  benefits  who 
had  not  applied  for  them  because  of  the  retirement  test  for  work- 
ers between  the  ages  of  65  and  72.  Women  who  were  receiving 
benefits  based  on  their  own  wage  records,  an  indication  of  sub- 
stantial labor-force  attachment,  reported  earnings  very  nearly  as 
often  as  men  beneficiaries  (34  percent),  whereas  those  receiving 
benefits  on  their  husbands'  wage  records  and  nonbeneficiary 
women  reported  them  less  than  half  as  frequently  as  men. 

About  the  same  proportion  of  beneficiary  as  of  nonbeneficiary 
men  reported  retirement  income  from  former  employers  (almost 
one-fourth) .  Beneficiaries  more  frequently  reported  income  from 
private  group  pensions,  which  supplemented  their  benefits,  where- 
as nonbeneficiaries  more  often  reported  income  from  railroad  and 
Federal,  State,  and  local  government  employee  programs.  Women 
reported  income  from  such  sources  about  half  as  frequently  as 
men,  but  beneficiaries  entitled  on  their  husbands'  wage  record, 
less  than  one-fifth  as  often. 

While  income  from  interest,  dividends,  and  rents  was  re- 
ported more  frequently  than  any  other  one  source  except  OASDHI 
by  all  groups  of  aged  persons,  it  was  reported  significantly  more 
often  by  beneficiaries,  both  men  and  women,  than  by  nonbene- 
ficiaries. Income  from  benefits  may  well  have  been  a  factor  in 
helping  beneficiaries  to  retain  some  income-producing  assets  ac- 
cumulated during  their  work  life. 

Income  from  other  public  income-maintenance  programs,  spe- 
cifically, veterans'  benefits  and  public  assistance,  helped  those  in 
need.  While  about  the  same  proportion  of  beneficiaries  and  non- 
ficiaries  reported  income  from  veterans'  benefits — about  1  in  8 
of  the  men  and  1  in  20  of  the  women — public  assistance  was  re- 
ported over  three  times  as  frequently  by  nonbeneficiaries  as  by 
beneficiaries.  An  additional  eighth  of  the  nonbeneficiary  women, 
but  only  3  percent  of  the  nonbeneficiary  men,  reported  no  income 
of  their  own  from  any  source. 
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Sources  of  income  of  persons  by  age  group,  including  those  aged 
62  to  64,  emphasize  the  association  of  age,  beneficiary  status,  and 
the  frequency  with  which  various  sources  are  reported.  The 
majority  of  men  aged  62  to  64  were  still  in  the  labor  force — 9  out 
of  10  of  the  nonbeneficiaries,  but  even  2  out  of  3  of  the  retired 
beneficiaries  reported  earnings  (table  3.22).  Understandably,  men 
entitled  to  disability  benefits  (not  shown  separately  elsewhere  in 
the  report)  were  a  notable  exception,  since  eligibility  for  these 
benefits  is  based  on  inability  to  engage  in  any  substantial  gainful 
activity;  only  1  in  7  of  these  men  reported  earnings,  and  these 
primarily  from  self-employment  rather  than  wages  and  salaries. 
Among  women  aged  62  to  64,  half  the  retired  worker  beneficiaries 
and  the  nonbeneficiaries  reported  earnings,  but  only  one-fourth  of 
the  women  receiving  benefits  based  on  their  husbands'  wage  rec- 
ord did  so,  presumably  because  they  had  less  substantial  attach- 
ment to  the  labor  force.  The  proportion  of  men  and  women  report- 
ing earnings  decreased  directly  with  age  for  all  groups,  but  most 
dramatically  for  nonbeneficiary  men  and  women. 

While  nonbeneficiary  men,  and  probably  to  a  lesser  extent  also 
women,  aged  62  to  64  and  65  to  72,  include  many  workers  entitled 
to  benefits  who  postponed  application  for  benefits  until  they  ceased 
to  be  subject  to  the  annual  earnings  test  at  age  72,  nonbeneficiaries 
aged  73  and  over  are  persons  who  lacked  sufficient  coverage  under 
the  law  to  be  entitled  to  any  benefits  at  the  time  of  the  survey.^ 

Among  nonbeneficiaries  aged  73  and  over,  about  one-third  of 
the  men  and  one-fifth  of  the  women  had  earnings  or  retirement 
income  from  former  employers.  On  the  other  hand,  almost  half  of 
these  men  and  women  reported  either  public  assistance  or  no  in- 
come from  any  source.  In  comparison,  less  than  10  percent  of 
the  beneficiaries  reported  public  assistance  supplementation  of 
their  benefits.  Also,  nonbeneficiary  men  and  women  in  this  age 
group  reported  income  from  interest,  dividends,  and  rents  only 
about  two-thirds  as  frequently  as  beneficiaries. 

OTHER  MONEY  RECEIPTS 

A  common  question  is  whether  it  is  realistic  to  judge  the  eco- 
nomic well-being  of  aged  persons  solely  in  terms  of  current  money 
income.  If  the  aged  had  saved  before  retirement,  it  is  argued,  they 
should  draw  on  those  savings.  But,  as  shown  in  the  next  chapter, 
the  great  majority  of  the  aged  have  only  modest  holdings  (table 

9  Also  included  may  be  aged  persons  who  were  entitled  to  benefits  but  were 
not  fully  aware  of  their  rights  and  had  not  made  application,  but  their  num- 
ber is  presumed  to  be  small  because  of  the  intensive  efforts  made  by  the  Social 
Security  Administration  to  assure  that  all  eligible  persons  receive  benefits. 
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4.5) .  They  either  found  it  impossible  to  put  much-  aside  during 
their  working  years,  or  they  used  up  retirement  savings  for 
emergencies,  for  educating  their  children,  or  to  help  out  when 
their  children  established  homes  and  started  their  own  families. 

Lump  sums  of  money  that  are  not  classified  as  current  income 
have  also  been  considered  as  a  resource.  Such  sums  are  large  for 
a  few  individuals — the  inheritance  of  a  ''wealthy  widow,"  for 
example — but  they  cannot  be  considered  as  a  resource  for  the 
great  majority.  Relatively  few  aged  units  had  any  receipts  such 
as  lump-sum  life  insurance  payments  (including  cash  for  policies 
surrendered),  inheritances  or  large  cash  gifts,  proceeds  from  the 
sale  of  a  car  or  other  large  item,  tax  refunds,  back  pay,  or  awards 
for  personal  injury  or  damage.  Only  1  in  14  nonbeneficiaries  and 
fewer  than  1  in  25  beneficiaries  had  any  receipts  of  this  kind 
(table  3.11).  Also,  the  average  amount  of  money  reported  by 
recipient  units — when  there  were  enough  of  them  to  produce  a 
reliable  mean — was  less  than  $1,000  (married  beneficiaries,  $980; 
nonmarried  nonbeneficiary  women,  $870;  married  nonbenefici- 
aries, $710) .  As  income  supplements,  these  lump  sums  were 
more  frequently  available  to  units  who,  presumably,  were  least 
in  need  of  such  supplementation — the  high  income  group — and 
there  is  some  evidence  that  these  units  were  also  more  favored 
in  the  amount  received. 

Analysis  of  the  relationship  of  asset  ownership  to  income,  to- 
gether with  more  detailed  analysis  of  the  relationship  of  bene- 
ficiary status  and  age  to  assets,  follows  in  the  next  chapter. 


Chapter  4 


ASSETS  AND 
NET  WORTH 

After  income,  the  best  single  measure  of  the  economic  situation 
of  an  aged  individual  is  probably  his  net  worth.  The  net  worth 
of  a  unit  is  defined  as  the  value  of  all  equity  in  owned  assets  less 
the  amount  of  personal  debt.  Assets  are  defined  to  include  deposits 
in  banks  and  savings  accounts  and  U.S.  savings  bonds  (which 
together  constitute  liquid  assets)  ;  marketable  securities  and  the 
value  of  collectible  loans  to  others  (which,  in  combination  with 
liquid  assets,  make  up  financial  assets)  ;  equity  in  business,  farm, 
and  real-estate  investment ;  and  equity  in  a  home.  The  asset  totals 
thus  do  not  include  the  cash  value  of  life  insurance,  equity  in 
annuities  or  retirement  plans,  or  the  value  of  automobiles  and 
personal  effects.  It  was  not  considered  feasible  to  obtain  infor- 
mation on  the  cash  value  of  insurance;  however,  because  life  in- 
surance is  one  of  the  most  commonly  held  assets  of  older  persons, 
there  is  interest  in  the  frequency  and  size  of  holdings,  and  the 
respondents  were  asked  to  give  the  face  value  (table  4.8). 

Among  the  aged,  personal  debts  are  generally  so  small  in  rela- 
tion to  total  assets  that  distributions  by  size  of  assets  and  size  of 
net  worth  are  very  similar.  For  example,  married  couples  with 
one  or  both  members  aged  65  or  over  had  a  median  net  worth  of 
$10,860  and  median  total  assets  of  $11,180,  a  difference  of  only 
3  percent  (tables  4.1  and  4.2).  In  view  of  the  small  differences 
between  net  worth  and  total  asset  values,  the  discussion  in  this 
chapter,  as  well  as  in  the  next  chapter,  is  based  largely  on  assets 
rather  than  net  worth. 

Information  on  the  size  and  composition  of  the  assets  held 
by  aged  persons  is  presented  in  this  chapter.  Data  on  the  assets 
of  units  aged  65  and  over  are  classified  by  beneficiary  status. 
There  are  analyses  of  the  relationship  of  beneficiary  status  and 
age  (including  persons  aged  62  to  64)  to  ownership  of  assets  and 
of  the  relationship  of  assets  ownership  to  income,  based  on  the 
classification  of  units  into  the  three  income  groups. 

THE  POPULATION  AGED  65  AND  OVER 

Amount  of  Assets 

The  median  assets  of  units  aged  65  and  over  in  1962  ranged 
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from  a  low  of  $2,900  for  nonmarried  men  and  $3,285  for  nonmar- 
ried  women  to  a  high  of  $11,180  for  married  couples.  Including 
equity  in  a  home,  more  than  one-third  of  the  couples  and  one-sixth 
of  the  nonmarried  persons  had  assets  of  $15,000  or  more.  Ap- 
proximately one-sixth  of  the  couples  and  two-fifths  of  the  non- 
married  men  and  women  had  either  no  assets  or  less  than  $1,000 
in  assets.  There  were  three  times  as  many  married  couples  with 
assets  of  $15,000  or  more  as  with  no  assets.  Among  the  nonmar- 
ried, in  contrast,  the  number  with  no  assets  was  more  than  50 
percent  greater  than  the  number  with  $15,000  or  more. 

Including  home  equity  among  the  assets  may  obscure  the  picture 
of  the  effective  financial  resources  of  a  person  or  family.  When 
equity  in  the  home  is  excluded,  the  proportion  of  people  without 
assets  is  substantially  larger.  One-fourth  of  the  couples  and  nearly 
two-fifths  of  the  nonmarried  men  and  women  had  no  assets  other 
than  equity  in  a  home.  About  the  same  proportion  of  couples  had 
$15,000  or  more  in  assets,  excluding  the  home,  as  had  none  at  all, 
but  there  were  only  about  one-fourth  as  many  nonmarried  per- 
sons in  the  highest  asset  group  as  there  were  nonmarried  persons 
with  no  assets.  The  median  holdings  for  couples  aged  65  and  over 
were  $2,950  when  the  home  equity  is  excluded,  compared  with 
$11,180  when  it  is  included. 

With  regard  to  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  aged  65  and 
over,  beneficiaries  appeared  to  be  less  well  off  among  the  married, 
and  better  off  among  the  nonmarried.  This  finding  parallels  the 
finding  on  income  position  and  reflects  to  some  extent  the  differ- 
ences in  age  distribution. 

Composition  of  Assets 

Financial  holdings  constituted  the  most  important  type  of  asset 
(table  4.3).  More  than  two-fifths  of  total  assets  for  all  persons 
aged  65  and  over  are  represented  by  financial  assets,  of  which 
more  than  half  were  liquid  assets.  Equity  in  a  nonfarm  home  was 
next  in  importance,  making  up  about  one-third  of  the  total. ^  In- 
vestment in  other  real  estate  and  in  a  farm  or  business  constituted 
the  third  form  of  asset  holdings. 

Two-thirds  of  the  married  couples  aged  65  and  over  owned  non- 
farm  homes  in  which  they  had  an  equity  in  1962  (table  4.4) .  The 

1  A  farm  home  was  treated  as  part  of  the  value  of  the  farm.  The  category 
"nonfarm  home"  includes,  for  a  few  units,  equity  in  a  farm  home  where  the 
value  of  such  home  was  reported  separately  from  the  rest  of  the  faiTn  and 
excludes,  for  a  few  units,  equity  in  a  nonfarm  home  where  the  value  was 
included  in  investment  in  other  real  estate  or  business. 
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Chart  4.1— Beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over  with  less  than  specified 
amounts  of  financial  assets,  1962 
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median  equity  of  married  owners  was  $10,100.  About  one-third 
of  the  nonmarried  men  and  women  owned  nonfarm  homes,  and 
their  equity  was,  on  the  average,  somewhat  lower.  The  median 
equity  for  men  owning  homes  was  $7,270;  for  women,  $9,070. 

Nearly  two-fifths  of  the  married  couples  and  half  the  nonmar- 
ried men  and  women  had  less  than  $500  in  financial  assets  of  any 
type  (table  4.5).  Of  the  beneficiary  couples,  nearly  half  had  less 
than  $1,000  in  financial  assets  at  the  end  of  1962  and  barely  one- 
fifth  had  $10,000  or  more  (chart  4.1).  Of  the  nonmarried  bene- 
ficiaries, about  half  reported  financial  assets  of  less  than  $500  and 
roughly  one-fifth  had  $5,000  or  more.  Nonmarried  persons  not 
entitled  to  OASDHI  benefits  had  even  less.  At  the  other  extreme, 
about  1  in  7  married  couples  and  1  in  14  nonmarried  men  and 
women  had  financial  assets  of  $15,000  or  more.  About  1  in  7 
married  couples  and  1  in  10  nonmarried  men  and  women  owned 
marketable  securities  (table  4.6). 

Liquid  assets  made  up  more  than  half  the  aggregate  financial 
assets  of  married  couples  and  nonmarried  women  and  nearly 
three-fourths  of  the  financial  assets  of  men  who  were  not  mar- 
ried. One-sixth  of  all  liquid  asset  holdings  consisted  of  U.S.  sav- 
ings bonds ;  deposits  in  banks  and  other  financial  institutions  made 
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up  the  balance.  The  median  amount  of  liquid  assets  held  by  mar- 
ried couple  was  about  $1,000,  but  nearly  one-third  had  no  liquid 
assets  and  two-fifths  had  less  than  $500.  About  two-fifths  of  the 
nonmarried  men  and  women  had  no  liquid  assets,  and  more  than 
half  had  less  than  $500.  The  median  for  these  men  and  women 
was  about  $300  (table  4.7) . 

Personal  Debt 

About  75  percent  of  the  married  couples  and  90  percent  of  the 
nonmarried  men  and  women  aged  65  and  over  had  no  debts. 
Among  those  having  debts,  the  median  amount  ranged  from  $275 
for  nonbeneficiary  women  to  $470  for  nonbeneficiary  couples  and 
nonbeneficiary  men  (table  4.9).  Medians  were  lower  for  bene- 
ficiary couples  and  nonmarried  men  beneficiaries  than  for  non- 
beneficiaries,  but  there  was  no  significant  difference  for  nonmar- 
ried women.  As  age  increases,  the  proportion  having  debts  de- 
creases among  both  couples  and  the  nonmarried  (table  4.17). 
This  situation  may  reflect  a  greater  tendency  of  the  younger 
group  to  rely  on  consumer  credit  and,  perhaps  more  strongly,  the 
greater  availability  of  such  credit  to  them.  Personal  debts  were 
small  in  relation  to  assets  at  each  income  level.  Although  the  rela- 
tively well-to-do  had  personal  debts  about  as  often  as  those  with 
less  income,  the  amounts  represented  a  smaller  proportion  of  their 
income  (table  4.12) . 

RELATIONSHIP  OF  AGE  AND  BENEFICIARY  STATUS 

TO  ASSETS 

1 

Age,  employment  status,  and  beneficiary  status  -  all  play  a  role 
in  the  pattern  of  asset  ownership  and  net  worth  (tables  4.14  and 
4.15) .  In  general,  the  proportion  with  holdings  and  the  median 
amount  of  those  holdings  declined  with  the  advance  in  age  of  the 
head  of  the  unit.  There  are  several  reasons  why  the  value  of  asset 
holdings  was  higher  among  younger  units.  First,  the  employment 
earnings  of  people  aged  62  to  64  were  higher  than  earnings  of  the 
older  groups.  Second,  the  older  the  person,  the  more  likely  he  was 
to  have  had  his  holdings  reduced  by  high  medical  bills.  Further- 
more, in  a  period  of  relatively  high  employment,  each  age  cohort 


-  Income  data  presented  for  beneficiaries  in  the  preceding  chapters  related 
only  to  those  who  had  been  on  the  rolls  for  a  full  year,  because  income  in  the 
year  of  retirement  is  not  meaningful  in  comparing  the  income  of  beneficiaries 
with  that  of  nonbeneficiaries.  Assets,  however,  are  presented  for  all  bene- 
ficiaries, which  in  effect  shows  them  in  a  more  favorable  position  than  if  only 
full-year  beneficiaries  were  shown.  Data  for  all  beneficiaries  have  also  been 
used  in  presenting  the  data  on  income  with  prorated  assets. 
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of  workers  may  be  expected  to  reach  retirement  with  a  larger 
accumulation  of  assets  than  the  previous  cohort. 

The  effect  of  retirement  upon  the  assets  of  the  worker  would 
not  be  expected  to  be  immediate  or  dramatic.  There  were  sharp 
differences  in  size  of  holdings,  however,  between  those  who  had 
retired  and  those  who  continued  to  work  and,  for  those  not  work- 
ing, between  those  receiving  OASDHI  benefits  and  those  who  were 
not.  Married  couples,  for  example,  who  were  receiving  benefits 
and,  generally,  were  retired  had  less  in  assets  than  did  nonbene- 
ficiary  couples,  who  for  the  most  part  were  still  employed.  Among 
those  73  years  old  and  over,  where  retirement  is  the  general  rule, 
beneficiaries  averaged  greater  holdings. 

The  Younger  and  Older  Groups  Among  Those  Aged  65  and 
Over 

The  proportion  of  married  couples  with  assets  was  about  the 
same  among  beneficiaries  as  among  nonbeneficiaries  aged  65  to 
72,  but  clearly  lower  for  older  nonbeneficiaries.  The  median 
amount  of  total  assets  was  considerably  smaller  for  beneficiaries 
than  for  nonbeneficiaries  among  couples  and  nonmarried  men  aged 
65  to  72. 

The  relatively  high  holdings  of  nonbeneficiary  couples  aged  65 
to  72  reflect  their  higher  employment  rate  and  income  levels. 
Although  only  6  percent  of  all  men  beneficiaries  aged  65  to  72 
had  had  full-time  jobs  for  50  weeks  in  1962,  nearly  half  the  non- 
beneficiary men  in  this  age  group  had  worked  full  time  through- 
out the  year  (see  table  7.3). 

For  couples  aged  73  and  over,  on  the  other  hand,  the  median 
asset  holdings  for  beneficiaries  were  about  twice  those  for  non- 
beneficiaries (table  4.15).  In  general,  the  oldest  nonbeneficiaries 
were  greatly  disadvantaged  in  comparison  with  those  aged  65  to 
72.  Among  beneficiaries,  however,  this  was  not  the  case. 

When  the  equity  in  nonfarm  homes  was  excluded  from  assets, 
the  relationship  among  the  various  groups  was  generally  similar 
to  that  described  above,  even  though  the  size  of  the  holdings  was 
substantially  smaller.  The  median  amount  for  beneficiary  couples 
aged  65  to  72  was  $2,640,  compared  with  $3,810  for  nonbene- 
ficiaries in  the  same  age  group  and  $3,270  for  older  beneficiary 
couples.  For  nonbeneficiary  couples  aged  73  and  over  the  median 
was  only  $920.  The  median  holdings  exclusive  of  an  owned  home 
were  substantially  less  than  $1,000  for  the  nonmarried. 

The  pattern  of  financial  assets  was  similar  (table  4.16).  A 
fourth  or  more  of  the  beneficiary  and  nonbeneficiary  couples  aged 
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65  to  72  and  the  same  proportion  of  the  beneficiary  couples  aged 
73  and  over  had  no  financial  assets  at  all;  nor  did  two-fifths  of 
the  nonbeneficiary  couples  aged  73  and  over.  Two-fifths  of  the 
nonmarried  men  and  more  than  half  the  nonbeneficiary  men  aged 
73  and  over  had  no  financial  assets.  Holdings  were  nominal  for  the 
great  majority  of  the  aged.  Even  among  those  with  financial 
assets,  the  median  holdings  exceeded  $4,000  only  for  the  nonbene- 
ficiary couples  aged  65  to  72  and  beneficiary  couples  over  72  years 
of  age. 

The  Group  Aged  62  to  64 

Up  to  age  72,  when  workers  first  become  eligible  for  OASDHI 
benefits  regardless  of  the  amount  of  their  earnings,  beneficiary 
status  goes  hand  in  hand  with  low  earnings  and  low  assets.  For- 
tunate by  comparison  are  those  who  have  employment  beyond  the 
general  retirement  age  of  65  with  earnings  sizable  enough  to  pre- 
clude their  receiving  OASDHI  benefits.  Least  fortunate  are  those 
who  must  apply  for  reduced  benefits  at  age  62  in  order  to  supple- 
ment earnings  too  meager  for  subsistence  or  in  order  to  have  any 
income  at  all.  Beneficiaries  aged  62  to  64  had  less  in  assets  than 
either  the  beneficiaries  aged  65  to  72  or  the  nonbeneficiaries  in 
their  own  age  group.  Almost  without  exception,  nonbeneficiaries 
were  better  off  than  beneficiaries  from  age  62  to  72. 

Under  the  1956  amendments,  women  workers  and  wives  aged 
62  to  64  are  eligible  for  actuarially  reduced  benefits.  Widow's 
benefits,  however,  are  payable  to  eligible  widows  at  age  62  with- 
out reduction.  As  three-fourths  of  the  nonmarried  women  aged 
62  to  64  were  widows,  it  is  not  surprising  that  a  relatively  large 
proportion  were  drawing  full  benefits  as  widows.  Among  women 
in  the  age  group  62  to  64,  as  among  couples  and  nonmarried  men, 
beneficiaries  appeared  to  be  less  well  off  than  nonbeneficiaries. 
They  had  more  assets,  however,  than  nonmarried  men  in  the  same 
age  group. 

Nonmarried  nonbeneficiary  women  aged  62  to  64  were  not  only 
better  off  than  their  beneficiary  counterparts  but  they  were  also 
better  off  than  older  women.  About  40  percent  of  the  younger 
beneficiary  women  worked  in  1962  in  comparison  with  20  per- 
cent of  the  beneficiary  women  aged  62  to  64  and  20  percent  of 
the  nonbeneficiary  women  aged  65  to  72.  The  higher  median  assets 
of  the  more  active,  younger  women  are  therefore  to  be  expected. 

Widows  and  Other  Nonmarried  Women 

Among  nonmarried  women,  those  with  the  largest  holdings 
were  nonbeneficiaries  aged  62  to  64  who  were  not  widows,  reflect- 
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ing  the  fact  that  fully  two-thirds  of  them  had  earnings  during 
1962.  The  following  tabulation  compares  the  median  total  assets 
for  widows  and  other  nonmarried  women : 


Other 

nonmarried 

Widows 

women 

Beneficiaries: 

Aged  62-64  

$4,765 

0) 

Aged  65-72  

4,045 

$8,980 

Aged  73  and  over  

3,695 

5,120 

Nonbeneficiaries: 

Aged  62-64  

5,120 

11 ,310 

Aged  65-72  

1,395 

2,835 

Aged  73  and  over  

1,165 

5,665 

^  Median  not  shown  where  base 

is  less  than  50,000. 

With  regard  to  total  asset  holdings,  widows  aged  65  and  over 
had  less  than  the  younger  widows  and  also  less  than  other  single 
women  in  the  same  age  group. 

Excluding  home  equity,  the  median  assets  for  widows  and  other 
nonmarried  women,  regardless  of  beneficiary  status,  were  as 
follows : 

Other 
nonmarried 
Widows  women 


Aged  62  to  64   $495  $3,000 

Aged  65  to  72   525  2,035 

Aged  73  and  over   435  1,410 

RELATIONSHIP  OF  INCOME  TO  ASSETS 

Not  unexpectedly,  the  1963  survey  found  a  strong  correlation 
between  income  and  the  amount  of  assets  owned  (tables  4.10,  4.11, 
and  4.13).  The  higher  the  income  group,  the  larger  the  assets 
of  people  aged  65  and  over,  regardless  of  marital  or  beneficiary 
status. 

The  rise  with  income  in  the  proportion  of  those  holding  assets 
is  most  striking  if  consideration  is  limited  to  financial  assets. 
This  means  that  those  most  in  need  of  a  supplement  to  current 
income  are  least  likely  to  have  assets  on  which  they  can  draw  to 
provide  such  a  supplement.  This  inverse  correlation  becomes  ap- 
parent when  beneficiary  units  are  classified  into  three  groups  on 
the  basis  of  current  income.  Of  the  beneficiary  couples  in  the  low 
third  of  the  income  range,  about  three-fifths  had  less  than  $500  in 
financial  assets;  of  those  in  the  middle  third,  about  two-fifths 
had  so  little  (chart  4.2).  Only  5  percent  of  the  couples  in  the  low 
third  and  15  percent  of  those  in  the  middle  third  had  $10,000  or 
more  in  financial  assets.  For  a  period  of  a  few  years,  $10,000,  or 
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even  $3,000,  would  contribute  greatly  to  ease  of  living,  but  for 
those  with  10,  15,  or  20  or  more  years  ahead,  even  $10,000  would 
do  little.  In  the  top  third,  the  proportion  with  some  financial 
assets  rose  to  more  than  9  in  every  10  for  couples  and  about  8  in 
10  for  nonmarried  persons. 

Investments  in  business,  farms,  or  real  estate  rise  much  less 
sharply  with  income  than  financial  assets.  The  proportion  with 
such  holdings  reached  as  much  as  one-third  only  for  couples  in  the 
top  income  third,  and  about  one-fourth  for  nonmarried  persons  in 
the  top  third.  Some  of  those  in  the  low  income  third,  particularly 
the  married  men,  had  small  farms  or  nonfarm  businesses  that 
were  not  very  productive.  Even  though  the  incidence  of  homeown- 
ership  was  positively  correlated  with  income,  as  were  the  other 
forms  of  assets,  equity  in  a  home  constituted  a  larger  share  of 
the  total  asset  holdings  of  low  income  units  than  it  did  for  the  high 
income  group.  In  the  aggregate,  equity  in  a  home  was  about 
twice  as  important  and  financial  assets  about  half  as  important 
for  the  low  income  third  as  for  the  high  income  third,  regardless 
of  marital  status.  The  proportions  of  assets  represented  by  finan- 
cial assets  and  by  equity  in  a  nonfarm  home  among  couples  and 


Chart  4.2— Beneficiary  couples  aged  65  and  over  by  amount  of  financial 
assets,  by  income  thirds,  1962 
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nonmarried  men  and  women  are  shown  below  for  the  high  and  low 
income  thirds : 

 Percent  in —  

Low  High 
income  income 
group  group 


50  25 
46  26 
58  27 

23  52 
22  52 
29  52 

Investments  in  real  estate,  farms,  or  nonfarm  business  made  up 
most  of  the  remainder.  There  was  no  consistent  relationship  to 
income. 

CHANGES  IN  HOLDINGS 
Changes  During  1962 

Financial  assets  are  particularly  important  as  resources  which 
may  be  drawn  upon  in  emergencies — and  in  the  case  of  the  elderly 
the  chance  of  illness  comes  first  to  mind — or  to  provide  for  the 
maintenance  of  living  standards  when  income  falls  with  retire- 
ment. The  frequency  with  which  the  aged  reported  a  decrease 
in  their  holdings  during  1962  affords  an  index  of  the  extent  to 
which  financial  assets  were  serving  such  purposes. 

About  three-fourths  of  the  units  reported  that  the  amount  of 
their  financial  assets  was  about  the  same  at  the  end  as  at  the 
beginning  of  the  year  (table  4.18).  About  half  of  these  had  no 
assets  or  less  than  $500  worth  of  assets.  On  the  whole,  the 
elderly  were  using  up  their  assets;  nearly  17  percent  reported  . 
decreases  during  the  year;  less  than  half  as  many  were  able  to 
increase  their  financial  assets. 

The  proportion  decreasing  their  assets  did  not  vary  consistently 
or  greatly  among  marital  status,  age,  or  income  groups.^  On  the 
other  hand,  a  definitely  larger  proportion  of  those  who  had  been 
in  any  medical  institution  during  the  year  reported  a  decrease  in 
their  assets — about  25  percent — as  compared  to  15  percent  of 
those  who  did  not  have  a  hospital  episode  (table  4.18).  Expendi- 
tures for  illness  or  health  emergencies,  along  with  requirements 
for  ordinary  living,  were  given  as  the  major  reasons  for  a 
decrease. 

^  See  chapter  12  for  information  on  changes  in  financial  assets  as  related  to 
living  arrangements. 


Nonfarm  home  equity: 
Married  couples. . . .  , 
Nonmarried  men.  .  . 
Nonmarried  women . 

Financial  assets: 
Married  couples. . .  . 
Nonmarried  men.  .  . 
Nonmarried  women . 


68 


THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


Increases  in  assets  were  most  frequently  reported  by  those  in 
the  top  income  and  younger  age  groups  (tables  4.19  and  4.20). 
These  were  the  people  most  apt  to  be  working.  Married  couples, 
particularly  those  in  the  high  income  group,  increased  their  assets 
more  frequently  than  the  nonmarried  women.  Some  20  percent  of 
these  high-income  married  couples  reported  increases,  more  than 
those  reporting  decreases  in  this  group.  Although  the  need  for 
medical  care  in  an  institution  affected  the  proportion  who  de- 
creased their  financial  assets,  it  did  not  affect  the  relatively  small 
proportion  who  increased  their  assets. 

Changes  for  Beneficiaries,  1957  to  1962 

From  1957  to  1962  there  was  little  change  in  the  proportion  of 
beneficiary  couples  with  assets.  Comparison  of  the  beneficiaries 
who  had  been  on  the  OASDHI  rolls  for  at  least  a  year  at  the  time 
of  the  survey  with  a  similar  group  studied  in  late  1957  shows 
that  for  both  periods  the  proportion  reporting  assets  was  nearly 
90  percent  for  couples  (table  4.21).  For  nonmarried  men  and 
women,  however,  the  proportion  reporting  assets  increased  from 
about  two-thirds  to  three-fourths.  There  was  little  gain  in  tht 
proportion  reporting  equity  in  a  nonfarm  home — about  two-thirds 
for  couples  and  one-third  for  others  in  both  1957  and  1962.  The 
relative  number  of  married  couples  with  any  financial  assets  wab 
less  than  three-fourths  in  both  periods.  About  three-fifths  of  the 
nonmarried  had  such  assets  in  1957  compared  with  nearly  two- 
thirds  in  1962.  The  median  values  of  the  assets,  however,  did 
increase  during  this  period.  For  couples,  total  assets  and  equity 
in  a  nonfarm  home  were  about  a  fourth  greater  in  1962  than  in 
1957 ;  financial  assets  were  a  sixth  greater  in  1962  (unadjusted  for 
price  changes) . 


Chapter  5 


INCOME  WITH 
PRORATED  ASSETS 

If  the  assets  of  all  persons  in  the  United  States  aged  65  and 
over  could  be  converted  to  income  prorated  over  the  expected  life 
of  the  holder,  the  median  income  for  aged  couples  in  1962,  with 
equity  in  the  home  excluded,  would  be  raised  from  $2,875  to 
$3,130.  The  median  would  be  raised  from  $1,365  to  $1,560  for 
nonmarried  men;  $1,015  to  $1,130  for  nonmarried  women. 

Such  an  addition  of  distributed  assets  to  income  would  increase 
the  inequality  of  the  income  distribution.  It  would  still  leave  more 
than  a  third  of  the  couples  and  about  two-thirds  of  the  nonmarried 
with  insufficient  income  to  live  independently  at  the  "modest  but 
adequate"  budget  standards  of  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 

The  objective  in  this  chapter  is  to  focus  on  a  measurement  that 
combines  data  on  the  income  and  assets  of  the  survey  units,  as  well 
as  their  age  and  sex.  Called  "potential  income,"  this  measure- 
ment involves  an  arbitrary  proration  of  assets,  plus  earned  inter- 
est, over  the  expected  life  of  the  survey  units.  Although  this  is  a 
statistical  construct,  it  serves  as  a  convenient  device  for  grouping 
together  units  having  approximately  the  same  economic  position 
when  both  income  and  assets  are  considered  and  thus  for  showing 
how  the  size  distribution  of  current  money  income  would  be 
altered  with  assets  taken  into  account  in  this  way. 

POTENTIAL  INCOME:  CONCEPT  AND  MEASUREMENT 

In  order  to  express  the  economic  position  of  units  with  any 
combination  of  income  and  asset  holdings  and  to  group  the  units 
with  broadly  equivalent  positions,  "income  with  prorated  assets" 
— in  other  words,  potential  income — was  computed  for  each  unit. 
The  following  procedure  was  used. 

Assets  were  assumed  to  be  capable  of  earning  a  4-percent  an- 
nual rate  of  return.  The  principal  and  the  appropriate  interest 
amounts  were  divided  over  the  expected  remaining  years  of  the 
unit's  life  in  equal  annual  sums  so  that  the  assets  would  be  ex- 
hausted at  the  end  of  that  period.  The  annual  amount  computed 
in  this  way  was  added  to  the  current  money  income  less  income 
actually  received  from  assets.^  For  couples,  proration  was  based 

1  The  amounts  that  were  subtracted  were  interest  on  deposits  in  banks, 
.credit  unions,  etc.;  interest  or  dividends  on  stocks  and  bonds;  and  4  percent 
of  any  amounts  reported  as  invested  in  a  business  or  farm. 
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on  a  joint  probability:  the  number  of  years  of  life  remaining  for 
husband  and  wife  together  and  the  number  either  spouse  might 
survive  alone  to  draw  two-thirds  of  the  annual  portion  of  asset 
holdings  previously  available  to  the  couple.-  In  a  few  cases — 
usually  those  in  the  lower  end  of  the  age  range,  or  couples  who 
had  assets  other  than  equity  in  a  home — ^the  actual  return  was 
greater  than  the  4  percent  used  in  the  computation,  and  the  pro- 
rated amount  of  assets  added  was  less  than  the  amount  subtracted. 

The  adoption  of  these  procedures,  although  in  effect  assuming 
the  conversion  of  assets  into  life  annuities,  does  not  in  any  way 
bear  upon  the  question  of  the  feasibility  or  the  desirability  of  this 
form  of  asset  management  for  individuals.  The  advisability  of 
such  conversion  would,  indeed,  be  subject  to  many  conditions  and 
considerations  important  for  the  individuals  involved.  The  con- 
version of  the  owned  farm  or  other  business  holdings  into  prorated 
assets,  for  example,  is  recognized  as  particularly  unrealistic.  How- 
ever, in  order  to  achieve  the  objective  of  measuring  equivalence 
of  economic  status  within  broad  population  groups,  such  assets 
have  been  included. 

As  an  illustration  of  the  concept  and  ;neasurement  of  potential 
income,  some  questions  may  be  raised,  and  answered,  about  groups 
of  individuals  with  different  combinations  of  income  and  assets. 
It  would  be  generally  agreed  that  persons  with  incomes  of,  say, 
$1,500  and  asset  holdings  of  $10,000  are  better  off  than  those 
with  the  same  income  and  no  assets.  But  would  they  be  better 
off  than  others  with  an  income  of  $2,000  and  with  $1,000  in 
assets?  If  these  persons  were  all  nonmarried  women  aged  65 
and  were  currently  receiving  a  4-percent  return  from  their  assets, 
all  would  have  about  the  same  potential  income — actual  income 
minus  the  income  from  assets  plus  prorated  assets — of  slightly 
more  than  $2,000.  For  those  with  $10,000  in  assets,  $900  of  this 
amount  would  be  income  from  prorated  assets.  If  the  latter 
group  were  aged  85  instead  of  65,  the  potential  income  would  be 
appreciably  greater — about  $3,600,  with  more  than  $2,500  from 
prorated  assets. 

An  owned  home,  unlike  other  assets,  is  not  normally  acquired 
as  a  source  of  future  money  income  or  as  a  reserve  for  contingen- 
cies but  rather  for  the  services  and  satisfaction  it  yields  as  a  place 
of  family  living.  Accordingly,  potential  income  has  been  calculated 

2  The  factors  needed  in  the  computation  were  developed  by  the  Division  of 
the  Actuary.  The  United  States  Life  Tables  for  1959  were  used  in  determin- 
ing life  expectancies  by  age  and  sex.  For  simplicity  in  calculation  for  married 
couples,  the  wife  was  arbitrarily  assumed  to  be  5  years  younger  than  the 
husband  and  the  joint  life  expectancies  were  computed  on  that  basis. 


INCOME  WITH  PRORATED  ASSETS 


71 


both  including  and  excluding  home  equity  among  the  assets  pro- 
rated. For  many  purposes  it  may  be  more  reasonable  and  realistic 
to  exclude  the  owned  home  from  prorated  assets,  especially  since 
sale  of  the  home  would  increase  the  need  for  income  to  cover  rental 
costs.  Such  costs  tend  to  run  higher  than  the  expense  of  owner- 
ship, particularly  for  the  large  group  of  the  elderly  who  own  their 
own  homes  clear  of  mortgage. 

The  distributions  of  couples  and  of  nonmarried  men  and  women 
aged  65  and  over  by  level  of  potential  income  and  the  median 
amount  of  such  income  are  compared  with  the  distributions  of 
the  same  groups  by  level  of  actual  income.  Comparisons  are  pre- 
sented for  beneficiaries  under  the  OASDHI  program  and  for  non- 
beneficiaries,  for  three  age  groups.  A  cross-tabulation  of  units  by 
actual  income  and  by  income  with  prorated  assets  other  than 
owned  homes  provides  information  on  the  proportions  of  units 
whose  potential  income  is  considerably  higher  than  or  about  the 
same  as  their  actual  income.  Finally,  the  income  with  prorated 
assets  other  than  the  owned  home  of  units  with  no  income  from 
earnings  is  reviewed.  Those  units  who  are  receiving  income  from 
earnings  may  still  be  increasing  their  asset  holdings.  Those  who 
no  longer  have  such  income  are  more  likely  to  be  drawing  upon 
assets  previously  acquired.  An  understanding  of  the  potential 
income  of  this  group  seems  of  special  interest. 

COMPARISON  OF  POTENTIAL  AND  ACTUAL  INCOME 

Distributions  of  survey  units  by  actual  and  potential  income  are 
remarkably  similar  (table  5.1).  When  the  comparison  is  based 
upon  income  with  prorated  assets  other  than  the  home,  the  dif- 
ferences that  do  exist  usually  amount  to  only  1  or  2  percentage 
points  at  any  income  interval.  Differences  are  definitely  larger 
when  the  owned  home  is  included  in  the  prorated  assets.  An  indi- 
cation of  the  shifts  in  the  distributions  may  be  obtained  through 
a  comparison  of  the  medians  for  units  aged  65  and  over,  shown 
below : 


Income  with 


prorated  assets 


Actual 
income 


Excluding  Including 
home  home 
equity  equity 


Married  couples. . .  . 
Nonmarried  men.  .  . 
Nonmarried  women 


$2,875 
1,365 
1,015 


$3 , 130        $3 , 795 
1 , 560  1 , 845 

1,130  1,395 


Although  the  median  potential  income  is  about  10  percent 
greater  than  actual  income  when  home  equity  is  excluded  and  a 


72 


THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


little  more  than  30  percent  greater  when  home  equity  is  included, 
these  shifts  in  the  medians  do  not  indicate  the  amounts  that  pro- 
rated assets  would  add  in  the  aggregate  to  current  income.  The 
distributions  of  potential  income  are  even  more  skewed  to  the 
right  than  are  the  distributions  of  current  income,  and  the  in- 
equalities in  the  distributions  are  increased. 

The  greater  shift  in  the  distribution  when  equity  in  the  home 
is  included  among  the  assets  reflects  the  importance  of  such  equity 
and  the  extent  of  homeownership  as  a  major  form  of  assets 
among  aged  persons  with  relatively  low  incomes.  Not  that  home- 
owners do  not  have  higher  incomes,  in  general,  than  nonhomeown- 
ers :  the  median  income  of  homeowning  couples  was  nearly  $3,000 
as  compared  with  $2,500  for  nonhomeowners  (table  5.1)  ;  the 
median  incomes  of  holders  and  nonholders  of  stocks,  for  example, 
would  show  a  much  greater  discrepancy. 

Another  way  of  relating  potential  to  actual  income  is  to  com- 
pare the  percentages  of  units  at  less  than  a  given  level.  About  42 
percent  of  the  couples  had  actual  income  of  less  than  $2,500,  the 
low-income  cut-off  point,  which  approximates  the  level  of  the  BLS 
budget  for  a  retired  couple  at  a  "modest  but  adequate"  level  of 
living.  Thirty-six  percent  had  less  than  $2,500  if  prorated  assets 
excluding  the  owned  home  were  added  to  income.  It  is  not 
appropriate  to  relate  to  this  benchmark  the  proportion  of  couples 
with  less  than  $2,500  in  potential  income  when  the  equity  in 
the  owned  home  is  prorated  because  the  $2,500  cost  estimate 
assumes  that  a  majority  of  units  own  their  homes.  If  all  units 
are  assumed  to  rent  their  homes  the  cost  of  the  ''modest  but  ade- 
quate" budget  would  be  higher. 

For  an  individual  living  alone,  the  estimated  amount  required 
to  provide  the  "modest  but  adequate"  standard  was  $1,800.  Those 
nonmarried  men  and  women  having  income  of  less  than  $2,000 
and  those  with  less  than  $1,500  as  measured  by  the  concepts — 
actual  money  income  and  income  with  prorated  assets  excluding 
the  owned  home — are  shown  in  percentage  terms  in  the  following 
tabulation : 


Nonmarried 
men  with 
income  less 
than — 


Nonmarried 
women  with 
income  less 


than — 


$2,000     $1,500     $2,000  $1,500 


Actual  income  

Income   with   prorated   assets  (excluding 
equity  in  owned  home)  


69 


57 


83 


70 


60 


48 


79 


66 
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Chart  5.1— Actual  and  potential  income  by  specified  income  level  for  units 

aged  65  and  over,  1962 


Percent 
100 


75  - 


Having  less  than- 
$3,000  $2,000 


Having  less  than- 
$2,000  $1,000 


! 


Having  less  than- 
$2,000  $1,000 


I 

II 


■ 


CoupN 


'Actual 
income 


Nonmarried  men 


Potential  income 
(excluding  owned  home) 


Nonmarried  women 


Potential  income 
(including  owned  home) 


The  percentages  of  the  survey  units  with  income  (actual  and 
potential,  including  and  excluding  the  owned  home)  of  less  than 
$3,000  and  less  than  $2,000  for  couples  and,  for  nonmarried  men 
and  women,  of  less  than  $2,000  and  less  than  $1,000  are  shown  in 
chart  5.1.  These  levels  cover,  in  general,  the  critical  ranges  of 
concern  in  much  of  the  discussion  of  identification  of  the  ''poor." 

The  role  of  assets  may  also  be  judged  by  examining  the  propor- 
tion of  those  at  each  income  level  who  shift  into  a  higher  level 
when  the  classification  is  by  potential  income.  A  cross-tabulation 
of  the  units  by  actual  income  and  by  income  with  prorated  assets 
excluding  the  owned  home  permits  the  measurement  of  such  shifts. 
Those  units  with  no  assets,  or  with  assets  so  small  that  their 
potential  income  falls  in  the  same  $1,000  intervals  as  their  actual 
income,  are  classified  as  having  "no  improvement."  The  few  units 
whose  potential  income  falls  in  a  lower  interval  than  their  actual 
income  are  also  classified  in  this  way.  The  units  who  shift  into  the 
next  higher  income  class  with  the  addition  of  prorated  assets  are 
grouped  as  having  "moderate  improvement,"  and  those  who  shift 
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Chart  5.2— Shifts  in  income  level  with  addition  of  prorated  assets  (excluding 
home  equity)  for  units  aged  65  and  over,  by  extent  of  improvement,  1962 


Percent 


Actual  income 

Couples 
Less  than  SI  ,000 
SI, 000-51,999 
:S2,000-S2,999 
:S3,000-S3,999 

Nonmarried 
men 

Less  than  SI  ,00C 
SI, 000-51,999 
52,000-52,999 
53,000-53,999 


100 


Nonmarried 
women 

Less  than  SI  ,000 
51,000-51,999 
52,000-52,999 
53,000-53,999 


No  improv 
(Potential 


Moderati 
(Potenti 
class  at 


two  or  more  classes,  as  having  ''appreciable  improvement." 

The  results  reflect  the  fact  that  most  of  the  units  with  low 
incomes  have  little  in  the  way  of  assets,  especially  when  equity 
in  the  home  is  excluded  (table  5.3  and  chart  5.2).  Most  of  the 
units — more  than  four-fifths  of  the  nonmarried  men  and  women 
and  three-fourth  of  the  couples — with  actual  incomes  of  less  than 
$3,000  remain  in  the  same  income  interval  when  classified  by 
potential  income.  The  proportion  remaining  in  the  same  class  is 
greater  at  the  income  levels  below  $3,000  than  in  the  $3,000- 
$5,000  class.  Conversely,  the  proportion  with  "appreciable"  im- 
provement increased  with  income,  particularly  among  the  non- 
married.  Four  percent  of  the  couples  with  actual  income  of  less 
than  $2,000  showed  an  appreciable  improvement  when  classified 
by  potential  income;  of  those  with  actual  income  of  $3,000-$3,999, 
the  improvement  was  substantial  for  9  percent.  For  nonmarried 
men,  on  the  other  hand,  6  percent  of  those  with  actual  income  of 
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less  than  $2,000  but  27  percent  of  those  with  $3,000-$3,999  showed 
an  appreciable  improvement.  The  pattern  for  nonmarried  women 
was  similar  to  that  for  nonmarried  men. 

Beneficiary  Status 

The  next  question  to  be  explored  concerns  the  pattern  of  change 
found  for  OASDHI  beneficiaries  and  for  nonbeneficiaries.  Do  the 
results  found  for  all  those  aged  65  and  over  hold  for  both  these 
groups  when  their  actual  income  is  compared  with  their  potential 
income?  Differences  between  actual  and  potential  income  for 
beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  are  fairly  similar  as  shown  by 
the  following  medians ;  the  differences  tend  to  be  a  few  percentage 
points  greater  for  the  beneficiaries: 

Income  with 
prorated  assets 

Excluding  Including 
Actual         home  home 
income  equity  equity 


Married  couples: 

Beneficiaries   $2,800  $3,020  $3,685 

Nonbeneficiaries   3,580  3,835  4,585 

Nonmarried  men: 

Beneficiaries   1,405  1,640  1,960 

Nonbeneficiaries...   1,145  1,325  1,560 

Nonmarried  women: 

Beneficiaries   1,225  1,330  1,630 

Nonbeneficiaries   755  815  960 


Changes  in  beneficiary-nonbeneficiary  relationships  when  meas- 
ured by  potential  rather  than  actual  income  are  the  net  result  of 
an  intricate  pattern  of  differences  in  the  level  of  assets,  their  dis- 
tribution by  income  class,  and  the  average  ages  of  the  individuals 
in  the  beneficiary-nonbeneficiary  groups  being  compared.  Thus, 
the  beneficiary  couples  had  less  in  assets  than  the  nonbeneficiaries, 
but  they  were  somewhat  older;  the  nonmarried  men  and  women 
beneficiaries  had  somewhat  greater  assets  than  the  nonbenefici- 
aries, but  they  were  somewhat  younger.  Asset  holdings  increased 
rather  more  steeply  with  income  for  nonmarried  beneficiary  men 
than  for  the  other  groups. 

Comparison  of  the  actual  and  potential  income  of  beneficiaries 
and  nonbeneficiaries  has  also  been  made  on  the  basis  of  the  per- 
centage of  the  units  with  income  less  than  a  specified  amount. 
The  proportion  of  couples  aged  65  and  over  with  less  than  $2,500 
is  shown  below: 

Bene-  Nonbene- 
ficiaries ficiaries 


Actual  income   42  38 

Income  with  prorated  assets  (excluding 

equity  in  owned  home)   37  35 
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These  data  suggest  greater  improvement  in  position  for  bene- 
ficiaries than  for  nonbeneficiaries.  Similar  relationships  hold  for 
nonmarried  men  and  women  at  two  income  levels — less  than 
$2,000  and  less  than  $1,500 — as  shown  by  the  following  per- 
centages : 

Nonmarried  men         Nonmarried  women 


Bene- 
ficiaries 

Nonbene- 
ficiaries 

Bene- 
ficiaries 

Nonbene- 
ficiaries 

69 

69 

80 

86 

59 

64 

75 

84 

55 

59 

64 

79 

46 

54 

58 
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Less  than  $2,000: 

Actual  income  

Income  with  prorated  assets  (ex- 
cluding equity  in  owned  home) . 
Less  than  $1,500: 

Actual  income  

Income  with  prorated  assets  (ex- 
cluding equity  in  owned  home) . 

Perhaps  the  most  striking  finding  emerging  from  this  analysis 
is  that  more  than  half  the  nonmarried  nonbeneficiary  men  and 
three-fourths  of  the  nonbeneficiary  women  had  potential  income 
of  less  than  $1,500  (excluding  home  equity). 

In  general,  among  all  units  aged  65  and  over,  the  proportion 
with  moderate  or  appreciable  improvement  increases  as  income 
increases,  and  conversely  the  proportion  whose  potential  income 
is  at  the  same  level  as  their  actual  income  or  at  a  lower  one  de- 
clines as  income  increases  (table  5.3). 

Age 

There  is  a  tendency  for  asset  holdings  to  decrease  with  age, 
especially  if  no  member  of  the  unit  is  working.  On  the  other 
hand,  of  course,  the  life  expectancy  decreases,  and  the  prorated 
amount  to  be  added  to  actual  income  increases  with  age.  Compari- 
son of  the  groups  aged  65  to  72  and  aged  73  and  over  suggests 
that  the  decrease  in  life  expectancy  is  the  stronger  influence 
(table  5.4).  Differences  between  actual  and  potential  income  are 
generally  greater  for  the  group  aged  73  and  over  than  they  are  for 
the  younger  group. 

The  decrease  in  income  with  age  is  thus  less  striking  when 
potential  income  rather  than  actual  income  is  compared.  The 
median  actual  income  of  married  couples  aged  73  and  over  was, 
for  example,  30  percent  less  than  that  of  those  aged  65  to  72 ;  the 
median  income  with  prorated  assets  was  24  percent  lower  when 
home  equity  was  excluded.  Only  for  the  relatively  small  group  of 
nonbeneficiary  nonmarried  men  was  the  percentage  difference 
between  potential  and  actual  income  less  for  the  older  than  for 
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the  younger  group.  The  level  of  asset  holdings  of  the  older  men 
was  very  much  lower — so  low  that  the  age  advantage  was  not  suf- 
ficient to  overcome  the  difference.  Although  there  is  some  tendency 
for  the  ratio  of  potential  to  actual  income  to  be  higher  for  the 
group  aged  65  to  72  than  for  those  aged  62  to  64,  this  tendency 
was  neither  very  striking  nor  consistent  for  the  various  marital- 
beneficiary  comparisons.  The  difference  according  to  age  is  not 
so  great  as  in  the  previous  comparison,  and  assets  may  be  greater 
or  less,  depending  in  large  part  upon  employment  and  earnings. 

Earnings 

Differences  in  median  income  between  earners  and  nonearners 
appear  to  be  greater  for  potential  than  for  actual  income  (table 
5.2) .  Those  with  no  income  from  earnings  have  lower  assets,  and 
even  though  they  were  an  older  group  their  median  position  was 
not  improved  by  more  than  about  10  percent,  in  general,  by  the 
proration  of  assets.  The  differences  between  the  median  income 
of  those  with  and  those  without  earnings  are  especially  great  for 
the  nonbeneficiaries  in  both  dollar  and  percentage  terms,  whether 
measured  by  actual  or  potential  income. 

A  more  significant  comparison  may  be  that  of  the  earners  who 
are  not  beneficiaries  with  nonearners  who  are  beneficiaries.  The 
data  suggest,  at  least  for  the  group  of  persons  presently  ap- 
proaching retirement,  that  the  assets  they  own  cannot  be  expected 
to  cushion  the  drop  in  income  that  inevitably  accompanies  with- 
drawal from  the  labor  force.  If  the  nonbeneficiary  earners  repre- 
sent the  preretirement  group  and  the  beneficiaries  without  earn- 
ings the  retired,  the  actual  income  of  the  former  (with  a  deduction 
of,  say,  5  percent  for  savings)  may  be  compared  with  the  poten- 
tial income  of  the  latter  as  estimates  of  consumption  levels.  (The 
use  of  potential  income  assumes  dissavings  of  the  amount  of  pro- 
rated assets).  For  couples,  these  estimates  are  $4,745  as  the  pre- 
retirement level  and  $2,550  as  the  postretirement  level.  The 
comparable  estimates  for  nonmarried  men  are  $3,755  and  $1,580. 
An  allowance  for  taxes  would  narrow  the  gap ;  nevertheless,  assets 
would  not  appear  sufficient  to  prevent  a  considerable  reduction  in 
the  level  of  living  following  retirement. 


Chapter  6 


DISADVANTAGED 
BENEFICIARIES 

In  the  foregoing  chapters  in  part  II,  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  relative  position  of  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries.  It  is 
generally  assumed  that  certain  types  of  beneficiaries,  as  compared 
with  other  beneficiaries,  are  particularly  disadvantaged:  those 
receiving  the  minimum  primary  insurance  amount,  widow  bene- 
ficiaries (i.e.,  widows  entitled  on  the  basis  of  their  husband's  work 
record),  and  beneficiaries  who  had  been  entitled  to  benefits  for  a 
long  period  of  years.  This  chapter  draws  together  data  on  the 
income  and  the  assets  of  these  three  groups  in  an  effort  to  deter- 
mine whether  they  are  indeed  disadvantaged  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent. 

Since  the  monthly  benefit  under  the  OASDHI  program  is  based 
on  the  average  monthly  earnings  of  the  worker  while  in  covered 
employment,  those  who  had  very  low  earnings,  irregular  covered 
employment,  or  both,  receive  only  minimum  benefits.  Women  who 
had  been  dependent  for  support  on  a  deceased  husband  receive 
widow's  benefits  amounting  to  821/2  percent  of  the  amount  to 
which  the  husband  would  have  been  entitled  if  retired  at  the  time. 
Beneficiaries  of  any  type  who  have  been  receiving  benefits  for  a 
number  of  years  presumably  have  been  drawing  on  whatever 
assets  or  other  retirement  resources  they  had  for  current  income, 
and  this  would  have  reduced  the  amount  of  supplemental  income 
available  to  them.  Also,  they  are  the  least  likely,  because  of  ad- 
vanced age,  to  be  able  to  work  at  all. 

The  term  ''retired"  as  applied  to  beneficiaries  in  the  text  and 
tables  of  this  chapter  means  ''entitled  to  benefits  on  their  own 
earnings  records." 

BENEFICIARIES  WITH  THE  MINIMUM 
PRIMARY  INSURANCE  AMOUNT 

Benefits  based  on  the  minimum  primary  insurance  amount 
(PIA),  which  was  $40  at  the  time  of  the  1963  Survey  of  the 
Aged,  were  being  received  by  twice  as  large  a  proportion  of  non- 
married  beneficiaries  as  beneficiary  couples  (table  6.2) .  More 
retired  women  were  at  the  minimum  than  were  nonmarried  re- 
tired men  or  aged  widows.  Conversely,  there  was  twice  as  large 
a  proportion  of  married  beneficiary  units  as  of  nonmarried  units 
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at  the  PIA  level  of  $100  or  more  and  a  smaller  proportion  of  re- 
tired women  than  any  other  type  of  beneficiary  with  a  PIA  of 
$100  or  more.  There  were  no  marked  differences  at  the  $60-to-$99 
PIA  level.  The  PIA  of  married  men  whose  wives  were  not  en- 
titled was  similar  to  that  of  men  whose  wives  were  entitled. 

Almost  one-fourth  of  the  entitled  wives  of  retired  men  were 
receiving  benefits  based  on  their  own  earnings  record,  solely  on 
their  own  record,  if  their  benefit  exceeded  the  amount  they  would 
receive  as  entitled  wives,  or  on  their  own  and  their  husband's 
record  combined  (table  6.3).  More  than  half  the  retired  wives 
whose  husbands  were  entitled  at  -the  minimum  PIA  level  were 
themselves  also  entitled  at  the  minimum  level ;  in  contrast,  only  a 
third  of  the  retired  wives  whose  husbands  were  entitled  at  the 
highest  PIA  level  were  themselves  entitled  at  the  minimum  level. 
The  difference  reflects  the  fact  that  a  wife's  earnings  are  likely  to 
be  correlated  in  size  with  her  husband's  earnings. 

Among  nonmarried  beneficiaries  with  the  minimum  PIA,  there 
were  proportionately  over  twice  as  many  retired  women  as  retired 
men  and  more  than  three  times  as  many  retired  women  as  aged 
widows.  The  differences  were  not  as  marked  at  the  intermediate 
PIA  levels,  but  contrasts  are  again  apparent  at  the  $100-and-over 
level ;  more  than  two-fifths  were  retired  men,  one-third  were  aged 
widows,  and  less  than  one-fourth  were  retired  women. 

The  median  total  income  of  the  beneficiaries  with  the  minimum 
PIA  was  less  than  half  that  of  beneficiaries  with  a  PIA  of  at  least 
$100  (table  6.4).  Even  those  with  a  low  PIA  of  $41  to  $59  had 
incomes  that  were,  on  the  average,  one-fifth  to  one-third  higher 
than  those  at  the  $40  minimum.  The  direct  relationship  between 
total  income  and  PIA  is  apparent  for  each  of  the  beneficiary 
groups ;  at  each  higher  PIA  interval,  income  was  higher. 

On  the  average,  beneficiaries  who  had  earnings  during  the  sur- 
vey year  had  close  to  one  and  a  half  times  as  large  a  total  income 
as  that  of  beneficiaries  who  had  no  earnings.  Fewer  nonmarried 
than  married  beneficiaries  had  income  from  earnings.  Benefici- 
aries receiving  the  minimum  PIA  were  somewhat  less  likely  to 
have  had  earnings  than  those  at  higher  levels,  but  otherwise  there 
was  little  relationship  between  PIA  and  receipt  of  such  income 
(table  6.5). 

The  situation  was  reversed  in  the  case  of  public  assistance. 
More  than  one-fourth  of  the  retired  men  and  one-fifth  of  the  non- 
married  women  with  a  minimum  PIA  were  receiving  public 
assistance  (table  6.9) .  By  contrast,  barely  1  percent  of  the  bene- 
ficiaries with  a  PIA  of  $100  or  more  received  assistance. 
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Chart  6.1— Beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  aged  65  and  over  with  "less 
than  adequate"  income,  1962 


Percent 
100 


Couples  Nonmarried  Nonmarried 

men  women 


Beneficiaries  entitled  before  1962    WMM  Nonbeneficiaries 

Note:  "Less  than  adequate"  income  defined  as  less  than  $2,500  for  married  couples;  $1,800  for  nonmarried  persons. 

In  1962  about  44  percent  of  the  beneficiary  couples  and  72  per- 
cent of  the  nonmarried  beneficiaries  had  less  income  than  required 
to  live  independently  at  a  "modest  but  adequate"  level — $2,500  for 
a  couple,  $1,800  for  an  aged  person  alone  (chart  6.1).  Among 
those  at  the  minimum  PIA  level,  8  in  10  retired  married  men 
and  their  wives  had  income  below  the  "modest  but  adequate" 
level,  as  did  about  9  in  10  nonmarried  persons  (table  6.8).  The 
situation  of  those  at  the  $41-to-$59  level  was  not  sharply  different. 
Only  at  the  highest  PIA  level  was  the  number  of  beneficiaries 
units  below  the  "modest  but  adequate"  level  markedly  lower  (1  in  5 
of  the  married  retired  men  and  the  nonmarried  retired  women,  2  in 
5  of  the  nonmarried  retired  men,  and  3  in  5  of  the  aged  widows) . 
The  higher  proportion  of  poor  among  those  with  a  lower  PIA  is 
partly  due  to  their  low  OASDHI  benefits.  Since  the  PIA  is  asso- 
ciated with  the  amount  of  covered  earnings,  relatively  few  recipi- 
ents of  low  benefits  had  substantial  reserves  or  savings  upon 
retirement. 

At  the  minimum  PIA  level  only  one-third  of  the  aged  widows 
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and  less  than  half  the  other  beneficiaries  had  any  retirement 
income  other  than  OASDHI  (table  6.6).  Except  for  nonmarried 
men  at  the  $41-to-$59  level,  the  proportions  with  retirement  in- 
come other  than  OASDHI  increased  with  each  successive  PIA 
level.  The  pattern  is  more  or  less  consistent  for  each  of  the  sources 
of  retirement  income  except  veterans'  benefits,  which  are  related 
more  closely  to  need  than  to  earlier  wage  levels  (table  6.7) . 

By  contrast  with  the  differing  proportions  of  beneficiaries  with 
retirement  income  other  than  OASDHI,  the  median  amounts  for 
those  with  such  income  were  likely  to  be  as  high  for  beneficiaries 
with  a  minimum  PIA  as  for  beneficiaries  with  a  higher  PIA. 
Thus,  some  beneficiaries  with  small  OASDHI  benefits  had  sub- 
stantial resources;  most  of  them  had  probably  earned  OASDHI 
coverage  on  a  second  job,  either  concurrently  with  their  regular 
occupation  or  after  retiring  with  a  pension. 

Some  of  the  beneficiaries  at  the  minimum  PIA  level  may  have 
had  short-term  or  irregular  employment  over  an  extended  period, 
but  for  many,  the  minimum  PIA  reflects  earnings  gained  during 
periods  of  lower  income  and  in  some  cases  years  of  depression.^ 
They  were  in  an  unfavorable  income  position  because  the  factors 
which  resulted  in  the  small  benefits  also  precluded  much,  if  any- 
thing, in  the  way  of  other  sources  of  income.  On  the  other  hand, 
beneficiaries  above  the  minimum  PIA  level  enjoyed  only  a  small 
income  advantage  over  them.  A  substantial  number  were  below 
the  ''modest  but  adequate"  level  of  living  and,  although  many  of 
them  had  sources  of  income  other  than  OASDHI  benefits,  the 
amounts  were  modest.  The  great  majority  of  the  aged  can  count 
on  little  regular  income  in  addition  to  their  social  security  benefits. 

WIDOWS 

Even  though  the  amount  of  benefits  payable  to  widows  of 
workers  insured  under  OASDHI  (termed  ''survivors"  in  this 
section)  is  821/2  percent  of  the  amount  that  the  husband  would 
have  received  at  age  65,  their  median  benefit  was  somewhat  higher 
than  that  of  widows  who  received  benefits  on  their  own  work  rec- 
ords ("retired  widows").  None  of  the  survivors  received  less  than 
$40  (they  are  not  subject  to  an  actuarial  reduction  at  ages  62  to 
64),  and  15  percent  received  the  $40  minimum,  while  32  percent 
of  the  retired  widows  received  $40  or  less  (table  6.14) . 

1  Differences  in  covered  work  experience  of  workers  entitled  to  benefits  in 
1964  are  described  in  the  March  1967  issue  of  the  Social  Security  Bulletin 
(L.  A.  Epstein,  "Workers  Entitled  to  Minimum  Retirement  Benefits  Under 
OASDHI"),  pp.  3-13. 
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A  third  of  the  retired  widows  had  income  from  earnings  as 
compared  with  17  percent  of  the  survivors  (table  6.11).  Some-  | 
what  more  of  the  latter  group  had  income  from  interest,  dividends,  | 
and  rents  and  somewhat  fewer  were  dependent  on  public  assist-  | 
ance  to  supplement  their  incomes.  More  retired  widows  than  sur-  ' 
vivors  had  income  of  $2,000  or  more  (table  6.10).  This  reflects,  I 
in  part,  the  fact  that  twice  the  proportion  of  retired  widows  as  ' 
of  survivors  had  worked  during  1962.  I 

Although  survivors  had  slightly  less  income,  on  the  average, 
than  retired  widows,  they  fared  better  in  asset  holdings  and  the 
income  derived  therefrom  (table  6.12).  The  median  net  worth 
without  owned  home  was  $860  for  survivors  and  $655  for  retired 
widows.  With  homeownership,  the  median  net  worth  of  survivors 
was  almost  twice  that  of  retired  widows   ($4,780  as  against 
$2,560).  More  than  a  fourth  of  the  survivors  had  a  net  worth 
of  $10,000  or  more  (table  6.13) .  The  advantageous  position  of  | 
the  survivors  was  probably  due  to  the  fact  that  they  were  older,  j 
on  the  average,  when  widowed,  than  the  retired  widows  and  likely  ' 
to  have  drawn  less  upon  their  assets  in  the  shorter  period  of 
widowhood.  j 

The  economic  position  of  retired  widows  is  even  less  favorable  |i 
when  compared  with  that  of  other  nonmarried  retired  women  | 
(divorced,  separated,  or  never  married) .  The  following  tabulation  | 
compares  medians  of  benefits,  income,  and  financial  assets  for  i 
these  groups:  i 

 Retired  women   ! 

Widows      Nonwidows  ■ 

Monthly  benefit..   $60  $70  | 

Annual  income   1,200  1,565  | 

Financial  assets   430  1 , 945  I 

I 

Most  of  the  nonwidowed  group  consists  of  those  who  had  never  I 
married  and  therefore  had  a  relatively  full  employment  record 
with  higher  earnings  on  which  their  benefits  were  based.  The  ! 
labor-force  participation  of  widows  has  usually  been  inter- 
rupted by  marriage  and  childbearing  and,  with  fewer  years  of 
employment  than  the  nonwidowed,  they  could  not  have  accumu- 
lated as  much  in  assets  by  their  own  savings. 

BENEFICIARIES  ENTITLED  BEFORE  1956 

People  who  have  retired  are  particularly  vulnerable  to  rising 
costs.  Even  if  prices  remained  stable,  their  relative  economic 
position  would  worsen  as  they  grew  older  since  their  financial 
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resources  are  likely  to  be  depleted  and  they  are  less  able  to 
work.  Between  the  time  of  the  National  Survey  of  OASI  Benefici- 
aries, 1957,  and  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  several  amendments 
to  the  Social  Security  Act  were  enacted  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
proving the  financial  situation  of  the  aged.  Amendments  that 
helped  beneficiaries  already  on  the  roles  were  the  increase  of  the 
minimum  primary  insurance  amount  from  $30  to  $40,  the  in- 
crease of  widow's  benefits  from  75  percent  to  821/2  percent  of 
primary  insurance  amount,  a  7-percent  benefit  increase  to  all  bene- 
ficiaries, and  provision  for  recomputation  of  the  PIA  to  take  into 
account  earnings  of  $1,200  or  more  after  entitlement. 

Beneficiaries,  in  general,  were  better  off  financially  in  1962  than 
in  1957  (chart  6.2).  This  more  favorable  income  position  reflects 
the  large  proportion  of  the  beneficiaries  in  the  1963  survey  who 
came  on  the  rolls  after  1955.-  They  had  higher  earnings  levels 


Chart  6.2— Beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over  with  income  of  less  than  $150 
per  person  other  than  OASDHI  benefits,  1957  and  1962 


1957  1962 


Married 
couples 


1957  1962 


Nonmarried  men 
retired 


1957 


1962 


1957  1962 
Retired  Widowed 
Nonmarried  women 


Note:  Beneficiaries  entitled  before  the  years  specified. 


-  Of  the  full-year  beneficiaries  in  the  1963  survey,  63  percent  became  en- 
titled in  1956  or  later. 
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and  consequently  higher  benefits.  A  large  proportion  had  benefits 
based  on  earnings  after  1950  with  as  many  as  five  years  of  low- 
est earnings  excluded  from  the  calculation.  On  the  whole,  their 
incomes  exclusive  of  benefits  were  slightly  higher  even  in  constant 
dollars  in  1962  than  in  1957,  more  owned  their  homes,  and  they 
were  less  often  public  assistance  recipients. 

These  data,  although  informative  of  the  economic  position  of 
all  beneficiaries  at  two  dates,  are  not  representative  for  bene- 
ficiaries at  different  stages  of  their  life  span.  Such  a  representa- 
tion is  made  possible  by  an  analysis  limited  to  beneficiaries  in  the 
1963  survey  who  were  entitled  before  1956  and  therefore  were 
represented  in  the  1957  survey.  Comparison  of  the  1957  data  and 
1963  data  for  only  those  beneficiaries  who  were  first  entitled  to 
benefits  before  1956  provides  a  basis  for  evaluating  changes  in 
income  position  over  a  6-year  period.  Although  the  two  sets  of 
data  are  not  for  identical  individuals,  the  same  types  of  full-year 
beneficiaries  are  compared  (table  6.15).^ 

When  the  1957  dollar  figures  are  converted  to  1962  prices,^  it 
appears  that  from  1957  to  1962  the  median  amount  of  OASDHI 
benefits  for  the  beneficiaries  entitled  in  1955  or  earlier  had  in- 
creased (in  constant  dollars)  by  7  percent  for  married  men  with 
entitled  wives,  4  percent  for  retired  nonmarried  men  and  women, 
and  6  percent  for  aged  widows  (table  6.20). 

Despite  the  increase  in  benefits,  the  total  income  in  constant 
dollars  in  1962  was  lower  than  in  1957  for  beneficiaries  entitled 
before  1956  (table  6.16) .  The  largest  decrease  was  in  the  incomes 
of  the  retired  nonmarried  women;  these  were  11  percent  lower  in 
1962.  The  incomes  of  nonmarried  retired  men  were  only  slightly 
affected,  with  a  decrease  of  2  percent. 

If  benefits  are  excluded,  the  decrease  in  income  is  much  greater. 
The  income  other  than  OASDHI  benefits  of  nonmarried  women 
and  aged  widows  decreased  much  more  than  that  of  the  men,  both 
married  and  nonmarried  (table  6.17).  The  differences  are  most 
likely  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  more  men  than  women  sup- 
plement their  benefits  with  earnings  and  men  generally  have 

3  The  1957  survey  data  had  a  larger  proportion  of  beneficiaries  entitled 
before  1950  than  did  the  1963  survey  group  of  beneficiaries  entitled  in  1956 
or  earlier.  Those  who  were  entitled  before  1950  were  older  and  had  lower 
income,  with  benefits  based  on  lower  earnings,  than  those  entitled  in  the 
period  1950-55.  The  median  income  and  assets  of  those  in  the  1963  survey 
entitled  in  1955  or  earlier  (as  shown  in  tables  6.16-6.18)  are  doubtless  higher, 
therefore,  than  they  would  be  if  based  on  reports  only  for  persons  living  and 
entitled  in  both  periods  (such  as  would  be  available  from  a  longitudinal  study 
yielding  information  from  the  same  units  in  the  2  time  periods).  The  decrease 
in  income  and  assets  of  those  living  in  both  periods  would  therefore  be  greater 
than  the  decreases  reflected  in  these  tables. 

4  Based  on  Consumer  Price  Index  (1957-59  —  100). 
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higher  earnings  than  women.  The  fact  that  there  was  much  less 
of  a  decline  for  retired  women  than  for  widows  may  be  because 
retired  women,  having  had  more  work  experience  than  widows, 
were  more  likely  to  have  earnings. 

The  proportions  receiving  public  assistance  in  1962  did  not 
differ  significantly  from  1957.  In  1962,  as  in  1957,  public  assist- 
ance served  as  a  supplementary  source  of  income  more  frequently 
for  nonmarried  than  married  beneficiaries  and  most  frequently  for 
nonmarried  men  (table  6.21). 

For  most  aged  people,  the  home  they  own  is  their  most  signifi- 
cant asset  and  they  manage  to  keep  their  homes  despite  advancing 
age.  Aged  widows  entitled  in  1955  or  earlier  were  the  only  group 
with  a  significant  drop  in  homeownership  from  1957  to  1962 
(table  6.19) .  They  were  older,  on  the  average,  than  other  bene- 
ficiaries and  with  advancing  age,  more  likely  to  share  a  relative's 
home.  Financial  assets  of  couples  and  nonmarried  women  declined 
from  1957  to  1962  (table  6.18).  Nonmarried  men,  however,  in- 
creased their  holdings  substantially,  possibly  by  surrendering  life 
insurance  policies  or  selling  their  homes  or  other  real  estate. 

The  real  income  position  of  beneficiaries  entitled  in  1955  or 
earlier  was  less  favorable  in  1962  than  in  1957  despite  an  increase 
in  the  benefits  that  helped  ward  off  a  more  rapid  deterioration 
of  their  economic  situation.  Regardless  of  higher  social  security 
benefits,  the  effectiveness  of  the  benefit  diminishes  for  those 
already  on  the  rolls  since  benefit  increases  do  not  keep  pace  with 
earnings  and  price  changes.  The  longer  a  beneficiary  is  on  the 
rolls,  the  more  unfavorable  his  income  position  becomes  when 
compared  with  the  income  position  of  those  who  have  been  bene- 
ficiaries for  shorter  periods  of  years. 


Part  III 

EMPLOYMENT 
AND 

RETIREMENT 

by 

ERDMAN  PALMORE 
assisted  by 

GERTRUDE  L.  STANLEY 

For  many  people  the  years  of  ^^age  65  and  over^^  mark 
a  period  of  transition  between  employment  and  retire- 
menty  between  living  on  earnings  and  living  on  a  pension. 
While  some  are  working  full  time,  others  are  no  longer 
members  of  the  labor  force.  Some  of  those  in  the  labor 
force  plan  to  continue  working  and  others  anticipate  the 
leisure  of  retirement.  The  measures  used  in  analyzing 
the  findings  of  the  1963  survey  reflect  this  process  of 
transition.  '^Working  50  weeks  of  the  year/^  ^^working 
part  timCy^  or  ''not  at  work^^  were  some  of  the  measures 
of  employment  and,  by  the  same  token,  also  of  retirement. 
The  person  who  withdraws  only  three  months  of  the  year, 
the  person  who  works  part  time,  the  person  who  retires 
from  one  job  and  receives  a  pension  but  continues  to  work 
full  time  at  another  job — any  of  these  might  have  de- 
scribed himself  as  having  retired.  The  following  chapters 
report  how  much  those  aged  65  and  over  were  working 
and  to  what  degree  they  had  retired,  and  they  explore 
what  factors  were  the  most  influential.  Age  was  one  of 
the  most  important;  other  factors  were  income,  the  type 
of  work,  health,  and  beneficiary  status. 


Chapter  7 


WORK  AND 
EARNINGS 

To  WORK  or  not  to  work  is  a  question  faced  by  increasing  numbers 
of  aged  persons.  The  question  is  not  a  real  one  for  many — those 
who  could  not  get  a  job  if  they  wanted  one  because  they  have  no 
salable  skills  or  because  they  are  disabled.  Because  of  the  growth 
in  public  and  private  retirement  benefits,  however,  more  and  more 
of  the  aged  have  a  real  choice :  work  or  retirement. 

Their  decision  usually  affects  their  income,  their  style  of  life, 
and  their  relations  with  their  family  and  the  rest  of  society.  On 
the  aggregate  level,  their  decisions  affect  the  labor  force,  the 
market,  and  the  cost  of  public  and  private  retirement  insurance 
programs. 

In  chapter  7,  except  for  a  brief  comparison  of  all  beneficiaries 
with  nonbeneficiaries  in  the  several  age  groups  with  regard  to 
earnings  and  work  experience,  only  full-year  beneficiaries  are 
included  in  comparisons  of  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries.  The 
rates  for  part-year  beneficiaries  fell  between  those  for  full-year 
beneficiaries  and  the  nonbeneficiaries  in  terms  of  earnings  and 
percentage  with  full-time,  year-round  work;  part-year  bene- 
ficiaries, however,  showed  a  much  higher  percentage  with  some 
work  and  a  somewhat  higher  percentage  with  full-time  work  than 
did  the  nonbeneficiaries,  because  many  of  them  had  been  working 
during  the  part  of  the  year  before  they  became  beneficiaries.  The 
part-year  beneficiaries  were  thus  a  rather  unusual  group,  and  their 
inclusion  with  full-year  beneficiaries  would  tend  to  obscure  the 
differences  between  full-year  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries. 
In  chapter  8,  all  beneficiaries  are  included. 

Since  World  War  II  there  has  been  a  steady  trend  toward  more 
retirement  among  aged  men.  Nevertheless,  aged  workers  consti- 
tuted a  slightly  higher  proportion  of  all  workers  in  1962  than 
they  did  in  1950  (table  7.1).  This  apparent  contradiction  is  ex- 
plained by  the  increasing  proportion  of  the  population  who  are 
aged  and  by  the  growth  in  the  proportion  of  aged  women  who 
work. 

About  a  fourth  of  all  persons  aged  65  and  over  were  employed 
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at  some  time  in  1962,^  and  more  than  one-fifth  of  all  aged  men 
usually  had  full-time  jobs.-  The  men  with  any  work  earned  an 
average  of  $2,550;  for  women  the  average  was  $1,283.  For  men 
who  worked  full  time  the  year  around  (50  or  more  weeks) ,  average 
earnings  were  $4,259.  Altogether,  persons  aged  65  and  over  earned 
at  least  $10  billion  in  1962.  Thus  their  earnings  continue  to  be 
important,  both  to  the  aged  themselves  and  to  the  total  economy. 

AGE  DIFFERENCES 

Work  Experience 

Age  is  a  crucial  factor  in  determining  what  percentage  of  the 
older  population  works.  As  age  increases,  the  proportion  employed 
in  any  one  week  decreases  steadily.  The  proportion  working  full 
time  the  year  around  declines  even  more  sharply  with  age.  The 
primary  reason  is  probably  the  increasing  infirmities  of  old  age, 
although  retirement  policies  may  also  be  important. 

Data  on  employment  by  single  years  of  age,  based  on  the  1960 
Census,  show  that  there  is  a  sharp  drop  in  employment  at  age  65, 
particularly  for  men  (table  7.2).  The  proportion  of  men  in  the 
labor  force  declined  by  one-third  between  the  ages  of  64  and  66; 
of  all  men  aged  64  in  1960,  70  percent  were  in  the  labor  force,  as 
against  46  percent  of  those  aged  66.  Age  65,  of  course,  is  the  age 
at  which  workers  may  retire  and  receive  full  OASDHI  benefits 
and  may  become  eligible  for  pensions  under  many  other  retirement 
plans. 

Beneficiaries  showed  a  work  pattern  in  relation  to  age  that  was 
rather  different  from  the  pattern  of  the  total  population.  Among 
men,  higher  proportions  worked  full  time  and  worked  full  time 
the  year  around  at  later  ages  than  at  ages  62  to  64  (table  7.3) . 
The  special  composition  of  the  beneficiary  group  aged  62  to  64 
accounted  for  these  higher  proportions.  About  one-fourth  of  the 
men  within  this  group  were  severely  disabled  and  drew  disability 
benefits  (at  full  rate) .  The  extension  of  retirement  benefits  to 
the  group  aged  62  to  64  at  actuarially  reduced  rates  was  designed 
primarily  for  those  unable  to  obtain  substantial  employment  for 

1  Work-experience  rates  are  based  on  the  total  aged  population,  including 
persons  in  institutions.  Data  on  work-experience  rates  from  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  exclude  persons  in  institutions.  The  BLS  rates  are  therefore 
somewhat  higher  than  those  shown  in  this  chapter.  When  persons  in  institu- 
tions are  excluded  from  the  data  used  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged,  most  of  the 
Survey  rates  are  within  1  or  2  percentage  points  of  the  BLS  rates.  These 
differences  result  from  differences  in  interviewing  techniques,  dates  of  inter- 
view, and  weighting  procedures,  as  well  as  sampling  errors. 

2  Persons  were  classified  as  having  worked  at  full-time  jobs  if  they  worked 
35  hours  or  more  a  week  during  most  of  the  weeks  they  worked,  no  matter  how 
few  weeks  they  worked.  For  brevity,  they  are  referred  to  as  full-time  workers. 
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other  reasons  besides  disability/^  The  extremely  low  average  earn- 
ings of  this  group — about  $700  in  1962 — are  understandable  in 
view  of  the  special  characteristics  and  low  work-experience  rates 
of  the  people  who  constitute  this  group. 

In  contrast  to  men,  women  receiving  OASDHI  benefits  showed 
the  same  pattern  as  nonbeneficiaries :  decreasing  work  experience 
with  increasing  age.  One  reason  may  be  that  the  actuarial-reduc- 
tion provision  did  not  apply  to  the  third  of  the  women  bene- 
ficiaries aged  62  to  64  who  were  drawing  benefits  as  widows. 

There  was  a  slight  increase  at  age  73  in  the  percentage  of  bene- 
ficiary men  who  worked  the  year  around  at  full-time  jobs.  One 
of  the  main  reasons  may  be  that  an  insured  worker  who  has 
attained  age  72  can  become  a  beneficiary  and  receive  full  benefits 
regardless  of  his  earnings.-^  Therefore,  at  age  73  some  full-time 
workers  who  had  not  been  receiving  benefits  because  of  the  earn- 
ings test  became  beneficiaries. 

Earnings 

The  earnings  of  the  aged  followed  a  pattern  similar  to  the  work- 
experience  pattern.  Earnings  decreased  with  advancing  age  for 
both  men  and  women  and  for  full-time  as  well  as  part-time 
workers  (table  7.4).  It  remained  the  pattern  for  each  of  these 
age  groups  even  when  the  number  of  weeks  worked  was  held  con- 
stant, as  for  example  among  full-time,  year-round  workers.  Thus, 
not  only  do  the  aged  work  less  with  increasing  age,  but  in  addi- 
tion they  work  at  jobs  that  are  lower  paid. 

For  beneficiaries,  the  earnings  pattern  was  somewhat  different 
because  of  the  varying  composition  of  the  different  age  groups 
(chart  7.1).  Older  beneficiaries  earned  more  than  the  younger 
beneficiaries,  partly  because  more  of  the  older  male  beneficiaries 
were  working,  particularly  at  full-time,  year-round  jobs.  There 
were  probably  other  complex  factors  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
chapter.  The  net  effect,  however,  was  to  produce  marked  differ- 
ences at  different  ages  between  the  earnings  of  beneficiaries  and 
and  nonbeneficiaries.  The  average  earnings  were  more  than  five 
times  as  high  for  nonbeneficiary  men  as  for  beneficiary  men  up 
to  the  age  of  72 ;  but  among  men  over  age  72,  beneficiaries  earned 
more  than  twice  as  much  as  nonbeneficiaries. 

3  The  actuarial-reduction  provision  reduces  the  amount  of  the  OASDHI 
benefit  for  each  month  before  attainment  of  age  65  for  which  a  benefit  is 
drawn.  The  maximum  reduction  for  workers  is  20  percent;  for  spouses  it  is 
25  percent;  there  is  no  reduction  for  widows. 

4  The  earnings  or  "retirement"  test  in  effect  in  1962  reduced  benefits  paid 
to  persons  under  age  72  by  $1  for  each  $2  earned  between  $1,200  and  $1,700 
and  by  $1  for  each  $1  in  excess  of  $1,700. 
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Chart  7.1— Mean  earnings  of  persons  with  any  work  experience,  by  bene- 
ficiary status  and  age,  1962 
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Beneficiary  Status 

Few  full-time  workers  aged  62  to  64,  but  most  of  those  over  age 
72,  were  beneficiaries  in  1962  (chart  7.2) .  Only  a  small  propor- 
tion of  men  under  age  65  who  were  employed  full  time  had  such 
low  earnings  that  they  claimed  benefits  with  an  actuarial  reduction. 
In  the  next  group  (65  to  72),  with  earnings  lower,  about  half  the 
workers  with  full-time  jobs  were  on  the  benefit  rolls  at  the  end  of 
the  year.  In  the  oldest  age  group,  where  neither  the  actuarial  re- 
duction nor  the  earnings  test  was  applicable,  9  out  of  10  full-time 
workers  were  beneficiaries. 

For  those  who  were  not  full-time  workers  in  1962,  the  bene- 
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Chart  7.2— Percent  of  men  and  women  receiving  benefits,  by  work  experience 

and  age,  1962 
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ficiary  distribution  was  somewhat  different  (table  7.5).  At  ages 
62  to  64,  substantially  more  than  half  became  beneficiaries,  pre- 
sumably because  they  could  receive  full  benefits  as  widows  or  dis- 
abled workers  or  because  they  did  not  have  enough  earnings  or 
income  from  other  sources  to  allow  them  to  wait  until  age  65  to 
claim  benefits.  At  ages  65  to  72,  about  four-fifths  were  bene- 
ficiaries; but  at  ages  over  72  there  was  a  sharp  drop  in  the  per- 
centage who  were  beneficiaries,  particularly  among  women.  This 
age  group,  more  than  the  others,  contained  persons  who  were  not 
insured  under  OASDHI,  either  because  they  retired  or  their  hus- 
bands died  before  their  work  became  covered  by  the  program. 
Presumably,  when  the  system  matures  and  persons  at  all  age  levels 
have  an  equal  chance  of  being  insured,  there  will  no  longer  be  this 
drop  in  the  proportion  of  beneficiaries  over  age  72. 

The  predominance  of  a  particular  beneficiary  class — full-year, 
part-year,  or  parent  beneficiary — also  varied  with  age.  Among 
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full-time  workers  who  were  beneficiaries,  most  of  those  aged  62 
to  64  were  part-year  beneficiaries;  in  the  group  aged  65  to  72, 
about  two-thirds  were  full-year  beneficiaries,  but  at  ages  over  72 
nearly  all  were  full-year  beneficiaries.  Among  those  who  did  not 
work  or  who  worked  less  than  full  time,  full-year  beneficiaries 
predominated  at  all  ages,  although  there  were  substantial  numbers 
of  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries  in  the  group  aged  62  to  64. 

Among  persons  aged  65  to  72,  there  were  striking  differences 
between  the  full-year  beneficiaries,  the  part-year  beneficiaries,  and 
the  nonbeneficiaries  in  terms  of  work  experience  and  earnings 
(table  7.6).  In  general,  work-experience  and  earnings  rates  were 
lower  for  all  beneficiaries  combined  than  for  nonbeneficiaries; 
among  the  beneficiaries  the  rates  were  lowest  for  the  group  receiv- 
ing benefits  for  the  full  year. 

Among  men  aged  65  and  over,  a  smaller  proportion  of  benefici- 
aries than  of  nonbeneficiaries  had  some  employment  in  1962  (table 
7.7) .  In  addition,  a  majority  of  the  beneficiary  workers  were  em- 
ployed part  time,  while  most  nonbeneficiary  workers  were  em- 
ployed full  time.  This  difference  is  to  be  expected  because  the 
OASDHI  program  is  designed  to  provide  income  primarily  for 
those  who  have  substantially  retired.  The  surprising  fact  is  that 
about  10  percent  of  the  male  beneficiaries  worked  full  time  more 
than  half  the  year.  Some  of  these  men  were  over  age  72  and  the 
earnings  test  no  longer  applied,  but  men  aged  65  to  72  were  about 
as  likely  to  work  full  time  the  year  around  as  those  aged  73  and 
over.  Since  the  group  aged  65  to  72  with  full-time  employment 
had  mean  earnings  of  more  than  $1,400,  many  must  have  had  some 
of  their  benefits  suspended  under  the  provisions  of  the  earnings 
test. 

In  general,  beneficiaries  earned  less  than  half  as  much  as  non- 
beneficiaries (table  7.8) ,  but  the  fact  that  beneficiaries  worked 
less  is  only  partly  responsible  for  the  difference.  Even  when  allow- 
ance is  made  for  the  number  of  weeks  worked,  beneficiaries  still 
earned  much  less  than  nonbeneficiaries.  Among  the  full-time,  year- 
round  workers,  for  example,  beneficiaries  earned  only  40  percent 
as  much  as  nonbeneficiaries,  an  indication  that,  in  general,  bene- 
ficiaries worked  at  much-lower-paid  jobs. 

The  lower  earnings  of  beneficiaries  were  related  to  their  type 
of  employment.  More  beneficiaries  than  nonbeneficiaries  were 
farmers,  sales  workers,  private  household  workers,  service  work- 
ers, and  laborers  (table  7.9).  Earnings  in  all  but  one  of  these 
occupations  are  substantially  lower  than  the  national  average ;  sales 
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workers  have  about  average  earnings.^  More  nonbeneficiaries  than 
beneficiaries  were  professional  and  technical  workers;  managers, 
officials,  and  proprietors;  clerical  workers;  and  craftsmen  and 
foremen.  In  all  these  occupations,  earnings  are  substantially 
higher  than  the  average.  Beneficiaries  were  twice  as  likely  as  non- 
beneficiaries  to  be  in  agriculture,  and  earnings  of  agricultural 
workers  are  far  lower  than  average  earnings. 

MARITAL  STATUS  AND  WORK  EXPERIENCE 

Two-fifths  of  the  married  men  had  some  work  experience  in 

1962,  compared  with  one-fourth  of  the  nonmarried  men  (table 
7.10) .  In  contrast,  fewer  than  one-tenth  of  the  married  women,  but 
15  percent  of  the  nonmarried  women,  had  work  experience.  This 
was  the  pattern  for  all  age  groups,  both  the  aged  and  the  young: 
married  men  worked  more  than  nonmarried  men,  and  married 
women  worked  less  than  the  nonmarried.  The  complex  reasons  for 
the  general  pattern,  such  as  the  differing  expectations,  needs,  and 
opportunities  of  the  married  and  nonmarried,  will  not  be  discussed 
here.  A  particularly  important  factor  among  aged  men,  however, 
was  that  the  married  tended  to  be  younger  and  thus  more  able  to 
work  than  the  nonmarried.  Among  aged  women,  the  fact  that  the 
married  were  younger  was  apparently  outweighed  by  the  greater 
need  of  the  nonmarried  to  support  themselves.  There  was  one  ex- 
ception :  nonbeneficiary  women  who  were  married  worked  more 
than  those  who  were  not  married.  Among  the  nonmarried,  both 
men  and  women,  the  widowed,  being  older,  worked  less  than  the 
others  (the  divorced,  separated,  or  never  married). 

Although  half  the  beneficiary  married  couples  reported  some 
earnings,  only  a  third  of  the  husbands  had  any  work  experience 
and  only  8  percent  worked  at  full-time  jobs  throughout  1962.  In 
some  instances,  the  earnings  of  the  other  beneficiary  couples  came 
from  the  wife's  work  (8  percent)  ;  in  other  instances,  earnings 
represented  income  from  roomers  or  boarders  or  from  farms  or 
businesses  owned  but  not  operated  by  the  beneficiary.  Such  income 
was  classified  as  earnings  to  conform  to  definitions  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Census  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Service,  even  though  re- 
spondents did  not  report  related  employment. 

DIFFERENCES  AMONG  INCOME  GROUPS 
When  work-experience  rates  for  the  three  income  groups — low, 

^  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Current  Population  Reports,  "Income  of  Families 
and  Persons  in  the  United  States:  1962,"  Series  P-60,  No.  41,  October  21, 

1963,  table  21. 
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middle,  and  high  ^ — were  examined,  they  showed  a  strong  positive 
association;  that  is,  the  higher  the  income  group  the  higher  the 
work-experience  rate  (table  7.11).  This  was  the  finding  for  men 
and  women  and  for  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries.  Part  of 
the  association  results  from  the  obvious  fact  that,  in  general,  those 
v/ho  work  will  have  more  income  because  of  their  earnings  than 
those  who  do  not  work.  The  greater  earning  capacity  of  those  in 
higher  income  groups  accounted  only  partly,  however,  for  the 
income  differences  among  the  groups.  Even  after  earnings  were 
subtracted  from  the  mean  total  incomes,"  those  in  the  high  third, 
because  of  greater  financial  assets,  larger  OASDHI  benefits,  higher 
pensions,  etc.,  had  two  and  a  half  to  five  times  as  much  income 
as  those  in  the  low  third,  as  shown  in  the  following  figures : 


Thus  it  is  clear  that  other  sources  of  income  than  earnings  them- 
selves, i.e.,  assets  and  retirement  benefits,  are  associated  with  the 
same  factors  that  lead  to  higher  earnings,  namely,  age,  health,  and 
education.  The  contrast  is  striking :  those  who,  because  of  their  low 
income,  were  most  in  need  of  earnings  from  work  were  the  least 
able  to  work  and  therefore  worked  the  least. 

The  low  income  group  had  few  full-time  workers  for  the  reasons 
discussed  above,  and  there  was  little  difference  between  OASDHI 
beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  in  this  respect.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  were  marked  differences  between  beneficiaries  and 
nonbeneficiaries  in  the  high  third,  with  the  nonbeneficiaries  among 
the  men  three  times  as  likely  as  beneficiaries  to  have  full-time 
work.  One  factor  here  was  the  earnings  test,  which  had  little 
effect  on  the  lower-income  workers  because  their  earnings  were  so 
low,  but  a  greater  effect  on  the  higher-income  workers  because  of 
their  relatively  high  earnings. 

Earnings  follow  a  similar  pattern:  workers  in  the  high  third 
earned  up  to  19  times  more  than  workers  in  the  low  third  (table 
7.12),  and  not  merely  because  they  worked  more  weeks  in  the 
year.  The  pattern  of  earnings  for  full-time,  year-round  workers 


6  For  a  description  of  the  income  groups,  see  chapter  3. 

^  Although  subtracting  earnings  had  the  effect  of  reducing  somewhat  the 
difference  between  the  low  and  the  high  income  groups,  subtracting  OASDHI 
benefits  would  have  the  opposite  effect:  the  differences  would  be  increased 
because  benefits  would  represent  a  greater  proportion  of  income  in  the  low 
income  group  than  in  the  high  income  group. 


Married   Nonmarried  Nonmarried 


couples         men  women 


Low  third .  .  . 
Middle  third 
High  third .  . 


$1,377  $648  $400 

2,317  1,281  972 
3,683        2,135  2,042 
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was  the  same  as  the  pattern  for  all  workers,  although  the  differ- 
ences were  reduced  somewhat.  Thus,  the  lowest-income  workers 
must  have  been  paid  less  for  the  same  amounts  of  work.  It  is 
remarkable  how  small  their  earnings  were.  Even  men  who  worked 
full  time  the  year  around  averaged  only  $444  a  year.  There  may 
have  been  some  underreporting  in  the  amounts  earned,  but  these 
earnings  were  so  far  below  any  minimum  wage  standards  that 
many  of  these  workers  must  have  been  unpaid  family  workers, 
domestic  or  farm  workers,  or  self-employed  persons  with  low 
earnings. 

Beneficiaries  in  each  of  the  three  income  groups  earned  less  than 
nonbeneficiaries,  and  the  difference  was  greater  for  the  higher 
income  groups.  In  the  middle  and  high  thirds,  nonbeneficiaries 
earned  more  than  twice  as  much  as  beneficiaries.  Again  this  dif- 
ference reflects  the  fact  that  higher-paid  workers  generally  do 
not  receive  benefits. 

WHITE  AND  NONWHITE  WORKERS 

Men  and  Women  Compared 

In  the  population  as  a  whole,  white  men  are  more  likely  than 
nonwhite  men  to  have  work  experience  in  any  given  year,  but  the 
reverse  is  true  of  women.  The  aged  followed  the  same  pattern: 
39  percent  of  the  white  men  aged  65  and  over  had  work  experience 
in  1962,  compared  with  36  percent  of  the  nonwhite  men;  14  per- 
cent of  the  white  women,  but  19  percent  of  the  nonwhite  women, 
had  work  experience."^  The  lower  work-experience  rate  of  nonwhite 
men  probably  reflects  the  difficulty  they  have  in  securing  employ- 
ment because  of  such  factors  as  discrimination,  lack  of  training, 
or  poorer  health.  The  higher  work-experience  rate  of  nonwhite 
women,  on  the  other  hand,  may  reflect  the  large  proportion  who 
need  to  work  because  of  low  family  income  and  who  are  willing  to 
work  at  the  low  wages  so  often  paid  to  women  workers. 

Aged  nonwhite  workers,  both  men  and  women,  likewise  earned 
less  than  aged  white  workers,  as  indicated  by  the  unit  earnings 
(table  7.13).  The  complex  reasons  for  these  lower  earnings,  such 
as  discrimination  and  lack  of  training,  need  not  be  repeated  here.^ 


8  Samuel  Saben,  Work  Experience  of  the  Population  in  1962  (Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics,  Special  Labor  Force  Report  No.  38),  table  A-9.  The  differ- 
ence in  work  experience  for  women  is  statistically  significant  at  the  .05  level, 
but  it  is  not  significant  for  men. 

See  Mollie  Orshansky,  "The  Aged  Negro  and  His  Income,"  Social  Security 
Bulletin,  February  1964. 
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Beneficiaries  and  Nonbeneficiaries  Compared 

Although  substantial,  the  differences  between  mean  earnings 
for  white  and  nonwhite  workers  were  much  smaller  among  bene- 
ficiaries than  among  nonbeneficiaries.  This  situation  was  probably 
related  to  a  complex  interaction  between  the  Social  Security  Act 
provisions  and  the  different  socioeconomic  characteristics  of  white 
and  nonwhite  persons.  The  OASDHI  program  probably  provides 
benefits  for  proportionately  more  of  those  nonwhite  persons  who 
have  had  relatively  well-paying  jobs  and  stable  work  histories. 
This  picture  is  dramatically  clear  among  nonmarried  women;  in 
this  category,  beneficiaries  earned  almost  two-thirds  more  than 
nonbeneficiaries,  and  nonwhite  beneficiaries  had  earnings  relatively 
close  to  the  average  for  white  beneficiaries.  Conversely,  OASDHI 
was  providing  benefits  to  more  of  the  white  persons  who  had  low 
annual  earnings.  Among  white  units  with  earnings,  beneficiaries 
earned  from  one-half  to  less  than  one-third  as  much  as  nonbene- 
ficiaries. Also,  white  workers  were  less  likely  than  nonwhite  work- 
ers to  claim  benefits  while  still  at  work,  because  they  were  more 
likely  to  have  regular  employment  at  reasonably  good  wages. 

THE  ROLE  OF  BENEFITS 

When  the  earnings  of  beneficiary  units  were  related  to  the  pri- 
mary insurance  amounts,  two  patterns  emerged  (table  7.14) .  The 
proportion  having  some  earnings  was  about  the  same  whether  the 
PIA  was  high  or  low.  It  might  be  expected  that  the  groups  with 
lower  PIA  would  have  a  higher  percentage  with  earnings  because 
they  had  smaller  benefit  income  and  thus  greater  need  for  earn- 
ings. Apparently,  this  factor  was  canceled  by  other  factors  of 
those  with  larger  PIA,  such  as  younger  age,  better  health,  better 
work  experience,  and  greater  opportunities  to  earn. 

In  contrast,  among  those  with  earnings,  the  median  amount 
earned  was  directly  correlated  with  the  primary  insurance  amount. 
The  main  reason  was  probably  that,  in  general,  the  more  a  worker 
earned  before  becoming  a  beneficiary  the  higher  was  his  primary 
insurance  amount.  Thus,  the  groups  with  higher  primary  insur- 
ance amounts  were  simply  continuing  their  preretirement  pattern 
of  higher  earnings.  In  addition,  the  factors  mentioned  above — 
younger  age,  better  health,  and  greater  opportunities — may  have 
contributed  to  their  higher  earnings. 

One  way  of  summarizing  the  earnings  and  work  experience  of 
beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  is  to  say  that  beneficiaries  were 
more  homogeneous  than  nonbeneficiaries.  In  other  words,  the  dif- 
ferences between  groups  were  less  extreme  for  beneficiaries  than 
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for  nonbeneficiaries.  Earnings  and  work-experience  differences 
between  men  and  women,  among  the  older  and  the  younger  groups, 
among  the  income  groups,  and  between  white  and  nonwhite  per- 
sons, all  fell  in  this  pattern. 

Among  beneficiaries,  women  were  about  half  as  likely  as  men  to 
have  work  experience,  but  among  nonbeneficiaries,  women  were 
less  than  a  fourth  as  likely  as  men  to  work.  Similarly,  among  bene- 
ficiaries, women  earned  about  two-thirds  as  much  as  men,  but 
among  nonbeneficiaries,  they  earned  less  than  half  as  much. 

Men  beneficiaries  aged  62  to  64  and  those  aged  73  and  over  were 
about  equally  likely  to  work,  but  among  nonbeneficiaries  the  older 
men  were  less  than  a  tenth  as  likely  to  work.  The  differences  in 
mean  earnings  between  the  younger  and  older  men  were  smaller 
among  beneficiaries  than  among  nonbeneficiaries.  The  same  pat- 
tern held  for  women.  Similarly,  the  differences  in  work  experi- 
ence between  men  with  low  and  high  income  were  twice  as  great 
among  nonbeneficiaries  as  among  beneficiaries. 

Among  beneficiaries,  nonwhite  units  earned  60  to  85  percent  as 
much  as  white  units.  Among  nonbeneficiaries,  the  percentage 
dropped  to  27  for  nonmarried  women  and  37  for  married  couples. 

TRENDS:  LESS  WORK  AND  LOWER  EARNINGS 

For  the  population  of  normal  working  age  (18  to  64),  the  per- 
centage of  men  with  work  experience  has  remained  about  the  same 
since  1950  (table  7.15).  In  contrast,  the  percentage  of  men  aged 
65  and  over  with  work  experience  has  shown  a  marked  decline. 
This  percentage  was  only  three-fourths  as  great  in  1962  as  in 
1950.  Women  show  the  opposite  trend.  The  percentage  aged  18  to 
64  with  work  experience  has  increased  by  one-sixth  since  1950. 
For  aged  women  the  increase  was  about  the  same,  although  all  of 
it  took  place  between  1950  and  1960.  If  these  trends  continue,  the 
percentage  of  women  who  continue  to  work  will  become  more  like 
the  percentage  for  men. 

In  terms  of  the  percentage  working  at  full-time,  year-round  jobs, 
the  group  aged  18  to  64  showed  no  change  for  men  and  some  in- 
crease for  women.  In  contrast,  the  proportion  of  aged  workers  in 
full-time,  year-round  jobs  has  sharply  declined  for  men  and  re- 
mained the  same  for  women.  Not  only  are  more  men  retiring,  but 
more  of  those  who  continue  to  work  are  employed  in  part-time  or 
intermittent  jobs.  Although  there  has  been  some  increase  in  the 
proportion  of  aged  women  who  do  some  work,  this  rise  is  accounted 
for  by  the  growth  in  part-time  or  intermittent  work. 
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The  1957  Survey  of  Old-Age  and  Survivors  Insurance  Bene- 
ficiaries provides  data  on  the  earnings  and  work  experience  of 
aged  beneficiaries  comparable  to  the  data  from  the  1963  Survey. 
These  data  show  that  the  proportion  with  work  experience  and 
the  proportion  with  full-time  jobs  have  declined  since  1957  at 
about  the  same  rate  for  beneficiaries  as  for  all  aged  persons  (table 
7.16). 

Similarly,  the  percentage  of  beneficiary  units  with  earnings 
declined,  although  to  a  lesser  extent  (table  7.17) .  Usually  a  higher 
percentage  have  earnings  than  work  experience  because  some  per- 
sons have  no  work  experience  during  the  year  but  do  have  earnings 
from  roomers  or  boarders  or  as  nonworking  partners  in  a  farm 
or  a  business. 

Earnings  have  become  a  less  important  part  of  the  total  income 
of  aged  beneficiaries.  Among  married  couples  and  nonmarried 
men,  earnings  in  1962  represented  only  three-fourths  as  large  a 
proportion  of  total  income  as  they  did  in  1957.  Thus,  beneficiaries 
are  becoming  less  dependent  on  current  employment  and  more 
dependent  on  their  OASDHI  benefits  and  other  sources  of  income. 

If  the  present  trends  toward  less  work  among  the  aged  were 
to  continue,  the  aged,  by  the  end  of  this  century,  would  be  com- 
pletely dependent  on  OASDHI,  private  pensions,  other  nonearned 
income,  and  savings;  and  national  production  would  depend  en- 
tirely on  persons  under  age  65.  Whether  this  development  would 
be  desirable  and,  if  not,  what  should  be  done  to  halt  the  present 
trends  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  analysis.  An  understanding 
of  the  retirement  patterns  among  men  and  women,  however,  will 
aid  in  answering  these  questions.  These  patterns  are  discussed  in 
the  next  chapter. 


Chapter  8 


RETIREMENT 
PATTERNS 

It  has  been  pointed  out  that  ''although  retirement  has  come  to 
occupy  a  place  of  central  concern  in  contemporary  Western  society 
and  is  the  subject  of  recurring  popular  and  scientific  discussion, 
there  has  been  a  certain  degree  of  vagueness  and  lack  of  clarity 
as  to  its  meaning."  ^  Webster  defines  retirement  simply  as  "with- 
drawal from  office,  active  service,  or  business.  .  .  But  this  defini- 
tion does  not  specify  how  much  withdrawing  is  necessary- before 
a  person  is  retired.  Rather  than  attempting  an  exact  definition 
and  specifying  one  and  only  one  measure  of  retirement,  this  chap- 
ter uses  different  measures  for  different  purposes. 

Since  the  work  role  and,  concomitantly,  the  issue  of  retirement 
are  more  important  to  men  than  to  women,  the  major  portion  of 
the  discussion  of  retirement  pertains  to  men.  Comparable  data 
were  collected  for  women,  however,  and  a  comparison  of  the  retire- 
ment patterns  of  men  and  women  is  presented  in  the  final  section 
of  this  chapter.  Problems  that  are  especially  characteristic  of  men 
aged  62  to  64  are  analyzed.  All  beneficiaries,  part-year  as  well  as 
full-year,  are  included. 

MEASURES  OF  RETIREMENT 

The  most  inclusive  measure  of  retirement  applies  to  all  aged 
men  except  those  who  worked  full  time  the  year  around,  that  is, 
35  or  more  hours  a  week  and  50  or  more  weeks  in  the  year.  Ac- 
cording to  this  measure,  almost  9  out  of  every  10  men  aged  65  and 
over  were  retired  in  1963. 

A  rather  different  measure  includes  all  persons  receiving  some 
type  of  retirement  benefit  even  though  they  may  still  have  been 
working.  It  excludes  persons  who  did  not  qualify  for  a  retirement 
benefit,  even  though  they  may  have  stopped  working.  Eight  out 
10  men  aged  65  and  over  had  retired  according  to  this  measure. 
Another  measure,  which  results  in  about  the  same  rate,  includes 
all  men  who  were  not  at  work  during  the  survey  week,  regardless 
of  the  reason. 


1  Wilma  Donahue,  Harold  L.  Orbach,  and  Otto  Pollak,  "Retirement:  The 
Emerging  Social  Pattern,"  in  Clark  Tibbitts  (ed.),  Handbook  of  Social 
Gerontology  (Chicago:  University  of  Chicago  Press,  1960),  p.  330. 
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A  more  restrictive  measure  includes  only  men  who  were  not  in 
the  labor  force  during  the  survey  week,  that  is,  men  who  did  not 
have  a  job  and  were  not  looking  for  a  job.  Another  restrictive 
measure  includes  only  those  who  did  not  work  at  all  in  the  preced- 
ing year — about  two-thirds  of  all  aged  men  in  1963. 

The  last  measure  applies  only  to  those  men  who  had  worked  at 
regular,  full-time  jobs  (for  6  months  or  more)  within  the  past  5 
years  but  who  had  not  usually  worked  at  full-time  jobs  in  the  pre- 
ceding year.  Since  such  men  tend  to  be  younger,  this  measure 
shows  only  slightly  more  than  half  of  them  in  retirement.  It  was 
limited  to  the  recently  employed  group  because  certain  questions, 
such  as  occupation  before  retirement  and  reasons  for  retirement, 
were  asked  only  of  persons  who  had  worked  within  the  past  5  years. 
This  limitation  was  designed  to  reduce  the  recall  error,  which  in- 
creases with  the  length  of  the  period  of  recall. 

These  different  measures,  which  result  in  a  range  of  retirement 
rates  (table  8.1),  are  all  useful  for  different  purposes.  It  should 
be  borne  in  mind,  however,  that  the  choice  of  one  measure  over  the 
others  for  a  given  purpose  must  be  somewhat  arbitrary  and  that  if 
another  measure  had  been  used  the  resulting  retirement  rates 
would  be  lower  or  higher. 

OCCUPATIONAL  DIFFERENCES  IN  RETIREMENT  RATES 

Since  men  in  the  more  highly  paid  occupations  (professional  and 
technical  workers,  managers,  officials,  and  proprietors)  generally 
have  more  savings  and  other  resources  for  retirement  income  than 
do  men  in  the  jobs  drawing  lower  pay,  one  might  expect  that  they 
would  be  more  likely  to  retire.  The  evidence  from  this,  and  from 
other  surveys  as  well,  indicates  that  the  reverse  is  true:  men  in 
the  better-paid  occupations  have  a  lower  retirement  rate  than  other 
men. 

Fewer  than  a  third  of  the  professional  or  technical  workers,  for 
example,  who  had  worked  at  regular  full-time  jobs  within  the  pre- 
ceding 5  years  had  stopped  working  full  time  in  1962  (table  8.2) . 
In  contrast,  about  two-thirds  of  the  craftsmen  and  foremen  had 
stopped  working  full  time.  Similar  findings  were  made  in  a  1952 
study  of  the  aged.- 

Within  each  occupational  group,  OASDHI  beneficiaries  were 
more  likely  than  nonbeneficiaries  not  to  be  working  full  time.  But 
among  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries,  the  better-paid  occupa- 
tional groups  had  the  lowest  retirement  rates.  The  1957  survey 

2  Peter  O.  Steiner  and  Robert  Dorfman,  The  Economic  Status  of  the  Aged 
(Berkeley:  University  of  California  Press,  1957),  p.  50. 
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made  by  the  Social  Security  Administration  showed  a  similar  pat- 
tern among  beneficiaries.  The  pattern  probably  results  from  a 
combination  of  several  factors.  The  higher-paid  men,  in  general, 
have  less  physically  demanding  work,  their  jobs  are  more  interest- 
ing and  more  rewarding,  and  they  have  better  health. 

Among  men  aged  62  and  over,  a  substantial  majority  of  those 
who  were  partially  retired  (working  less  than  35  hours  a  week) 
continued  in  the  same  broad  occupational  group  they  were  in  when 
they  worked  at  regular  full-time  jobs  (table  8.3).  However,  the 
amount  of  shifting  into  new  occupations  after  partial  retirement 
was  considerable.  A  fourth  of  the  clerical  and  sales  workers,  for 
example,  and  about  an  eighth  of  the  craftsmen  and  operatives 
said  they  had  become  professionals,  managers,  or  proprietors  after 
partial  retirement.  Since  professional  and  managerial  jobs  gen- 
erally require  extensive  training  and  experience,  most  of  the 
reported  shifts  from  the  lower-paid  occupational  groups  were  prob- 
ably into  small-farm  or  small-business  ownership.  Altogether, 
more  than  a  fourth  of  the  part-time  workers  came  from  a  different 
broad  occupational  group.  The  proportion  would  have  been  sub- 
stantially greater  if  a  finer  occupational  breakdown  had  been  used. 

REASONS  FOR  RETIREMENT 

Men  who  had  stopped  working  at  a  regular  full-time  job  within 
the  past  5  years  were  asked  why  they  had  stopped.  Only  28  per- 
cent of  the  wage  and  salary  workers  retired  for  such  voluntary 
reasons  as  desire  for  leisure,  being  needed  at  home,  or  dissatisfac- 
tion with  their  job  (table  8.4) .  The  rest  had  retired  for  such  com- 
pelling reasons  as  poor  health,  a  compulsory  retirement  age,  or 
being  laid  off. 

Some  might  argue  that  the  men  who  retired  because  of  being 
laid  off  or  reaching  compulsory  retirement  age  should  be  con- 
sidered voluntary  retirees  on  the  assumption  that  they  could  get 
another  job  if  they  wanted,  but  the  assumption  is  rather  unreal- 
istic for  most  of  these  men.  Although  there  are  no  recent  data,  a 
1952  study  found  that  only  12  percent  of  the  men  who  had  retired 
under  compulsory  retirement  systems  later  returned  to  work.  More 
than  half  the  retirees  were  not  well  enough  to  get  another  job; 
11  percent  were  well  enough  to  work  and  interested  in  working 
but  could  not  find  suitable  employment. 

Also,  some  might  maintain  that  those  who  retired  because  of 
poor  health  but  on  their  own  decision  rather  than  their  employer's 
should  be  classified  as  having  retired  voluntarily.  Eighty-five  per- 


3  Ibid.,  p.  49. 
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cent  of  those  who  named  poor  health  as  the  reason  for  retiring 
considered  their  retirement  voluntary  on  this  basis.-^  Since  more 
than  half  of  these  retirees,  however,  were  not  well  enough  to  get 
another  job,  poor  health  was  classified,  for  this  analysis,  as  an 
involuntary  reason  for  retirement. 

The  proportions  retired  for  each  of  the  reasons  shown  in  table 
8.4  are  roughly  the  same  for  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries. 
Since  most  of  the  retired  nonbeneficiaries  probably  were  not  cov- 
ered by  the  OASDHI  program,  the  similarity  in  their  reasons  for 
retirement  suggests  that  lack  of  coverage  does  not  strongly  influ- 
ence the  retirement  decisions  of  most  men.  The  reason  may  be  that 
about  a  third  of  these  nonbeneficiaries  were  drawing  retirement 
benefits  from  sources  that  played  the  same  role  in  their  retirement 
decision  as  OASDHI  benefits  played  for  beneficiaries.^  As  shown 
later  in  this  section,  becoming  eligible  for  some  kind  of  retirement 
benefit  is  an  important  reason  that  nonbeneficiary  workers  plan 
to  stop  working  or  to  work  less. 

When  the  reasons  for  retirement  given  in  the  1963  Survey  are 
compared  with  those  reported  in  earlier  surveys,  certain  trends 
appear.  In  a  comparison  of  the  reasons  for  retirement  given  by 
full-year  OASDHI  beneficiaries  in  the  1951  survey  made  by  the 
Social  Security  Administration  and  in  the  1963  Survey,  it  was 
found  that  the  proportion  retiring  voluntarily  had  doubled  between 
1951  and  1963  (table  8.5) .  If  the  reasons  given  in  the  1963  Survey 
by  men  who  had  retired  within  the  past  5  years  are  compared  with 
the  reasons  given  by  all  retired  men  in  the  1952  study  referred  to 
earlier,^  the  same  pattern  results:  increasing  proportions  retiring 
for  voluntary  reasons.  Although  the  two  samples  are  not  strictly 
comparable  because  the  1963  data  exclude  men  retired  for  more 
than  5  years,  evidence  from  the  1957  survey  of  beneficiaries  sug- 
gests that  the  inclusion  in  the  1963  Survey  of  all  retired  men 
would  not  change  these  figures  by  more  than  a  percentage  point  or 
two. 

Further  evidence  that  voluntary  retirement  is  increasing  is  the 
marked  growth  since  1951  in  the  proportion  of  beneficiary  men  not 
employed  but  well  enough  to  work  who  are  not  interested  in  going 
back  to  work.  This  proportion  was  less  than  a  third  in  the  1951 
survey,  but  it  had  increased  to  52  percent  in  1957  and  to  54  per- 
cent in  1963. 

4  See  E.  Palmore,  "Retirement  Patterns  Among  Aged  Men,"  Social  Security 
Bulletin,  August  1964,  table  4. 

5  "Retirement"  is  here  defined  as  working  less  than  6  months  in  a  year  at  a 
full-time  job.  The  estimate  of  one-third  is  based  on  the  assumption  that  more 
retirement  benefits  among  nonbeneficiaries  go  to  those  who  have  retired. 

6  Steiner  and  Dorfman,  op.  cit.,  p.  48. 
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The  growth  in  voluntary  retirements  may  partly  explain  the 
trend  toward  more  retirement  in  general  among  men.  There  seem 
to  be  more  and  more  aged  men  who  are  well  enough  to  work  and 
who  might  get  some  kind  of  job  if  they  were  interested,  but  who 
prefer  the  leisure  of  retirement. 

PLANS  FOR  WORK  OR  RETIREMENT 

Workers  with  full-time  jobs  were  asked  if  they  planned  to  stop 
work  or  to  work  less  in  1963.  Thirty  percent  answered  "yes,"  and 
they  were  then  asked  why.  More  than  a  third  gave  reasons  related 
to  poor  health  or  the  infirmities  of  age  (table  8.6) .  The  proportion 
of  men  giving  poor  health  as  the  reason  was  more  than  twice  as 
high  among  the  beneficiaries  as  among  the  nonbeneficiaries.  The 
difference  is  related  to  the  fact  that,  among  men  planning  retire- 
ment, beneficiaries  tended  to  be  older  than  nonbeneficiaries.  Nearly 
all  nonbeneficiaries  were  under  age  73,  but  about  a  fourth  of  the 
beneficiaries  were  aged  73  and  over. 

The  main  reason  given  by  nonbeneficiaries  for  planning  to  stop 
work  or  to  work  less  was  that  they  would  become  eligible  for 
retirement  benefits  (OASDHI  or  non-0 ASDHI)  in  1963.  This 
finding  indicates  that  becoming  eligible  for  retirement  benefits 
plays  an  important  role  in  a  worker's  plans.  The  importance  of 
this  factor  is  further  supported  by  the  finding  that  nearly  all  (96 
percent  of  those  reporting)  men  who  planned  to  stop  or  reduce 
work  were  eligible  for  retirement  benefits  or  would  become  eligible 
in  1963. 

Only  58  percent  of  the  men  aged  65  and  over  with  full-time  jobs 
definitely  planned  to  continue  working  full  time  in  1963  (table 
8.7).  The  others  intended  to  stop  working  completely  or  to  work 
less,  or  were  undecided  about  how  much  they  would  work. 

Nine  percent  of  the  men  aged  65  and  over  who  were  not  at  work 
expected  to  go  back  to  work  in  1963,  and  5  percent  were  interested 
in  going  back  to  work  but  did  not  expect  to  do  so  (table  8.8). 
Roughly  the  same  number  of  men,  about  half  a  million,  were  work- 
ing full  time  but  planning  to  stop  or  reduce  their  work  as  were  not 
working  but  were  expecting  to  return  to  work  the  next  year.  Most 
of  the  men  who  planned  to  return  to  work  intended,  however,  to 
work  only  part  time  or  occasionally.  If  they  carried  out  their 
plans,  the  number  working  full  time  would  thus  show  a  net 
reduction,  which  would  be  expected  because  the  proportion  of  re- 
tired men  in  any  cohort  tends  to  increase  with  increasing  age. 

A  smaller  proportion  of  beneficiaries  (53  percent)  than  of  non- 
beneficiaries (65  percent)  planned  to  continue  working  full  time. 
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To  put  it  the  other  way,  a  larger  proportion  of  beneficiaries 
planned  to  retire.  The  pattern  is  even  more  marked  for  men  aged 
65  to  72;  fewer  than  half  the  beneficiaries  in  this  age  group 
planned  to  continue  working  full  time.  The  difference  in  plans  may 
be  related  to  the  fact  that  beneficiaries  under  age  72  were  subject 
to  the  earnings  test,  by  which  their  benefit  could  be  reduced.  Per- 
haps for  the  same  reason  relatively  more  beneficiaries  than  non- 
ficiaries  who  were  well  enough  to  work  were  not  working,  not  plan- 
ning to  work,  and  were  not  even  interested  in  working.  The  fact 
that  somewhat  more  of  the  beneficiaries  who  were  not  working 
reported  themselves  as  well  enough  to  work,  may  be  partly  because 
the  average  age  of  beneficiaries  was  somewhat  lower  than  that  of 
nonbeneficiaries  among  the  men  not  working  in  the  survey  week. 

MEN  AGED  62  TO  64 

In  1961,  OASDHI  benefits  were  made  available  to  retired  men 
aged  62  to  64  at  actuarially  reduced  rates.  This  liberalization  was 
designed  to  aid  the  many  men  who  were  forced  to  retire  or  who 
choose  to  retire  before  they  reached  the  '"normal"  retirement  age 
of  65.  The  proportion  of  men  who  take  advantage  of  the  provision 
has  rapidly  increased.  In  December  1964,  there  were  almost  one- 
half  million  retired  men  beneficiaries  under  age  65.  In  addition, 
about  140,000  disabled  men  aged  62  to  64  received  OASDHI  bene-  i 
fits  under  the  disability  provisions  of  the  program.  In  all,  about  \ 
30  percent  of  the  men  aged  62  to  64  in  the  population  were  receiv- 
ing OASDHI  benefits.  The  data  from  the  1963  Survey  show  that  \ 
most  beneficiary  men  aged  62  to  64  were  in  economically  distressed  | 
circumstances.  | 

Low  Income  j 

The  median  income  of  full-year  beneficiary  couples  and  men  j 
aged  62  to  64  was  less  than  half  that  of  nonbeneficiaries  of  the  I 
same  age  (table  3.19).  It  was  also  about  four-fifths  that  of  full-  | 
year  beneficiaries  aged  65  to  72.  Part  of  this  difference  was  the  i 
result  of  the  actuarial  reduction  of  benefits  for  men  who  became 
beneficiaries  before  reaching  age  65. 

Nonmarried  beneficiary  men  were  largely  dependent  on  retire- 
ment income  or  veterans'  benefits.  Only  4  percent  of  their  total 
income  came  from  earnings.  Beneficiary  men  aged  62  to  64  in- 
cluded disproportionately  large  numbers  of  persons  from  groups 
with  low  average  incomes.  They  included,  for  example,  about 
twice  as  large  a  proportion  of  nonwhite  persons  as  did  the  older 
groups.  About  one-fourth  were  severely  disabled.  In  comparison  f 
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with  nonbeneficiaries,  retired  beneficiaries  had  twice  as  high  a 
proportion  from  the  lower-paid  occupational  groups  (table  8.9). 

Low  Employment  Rates 

Four-fifths  of  the  beneficiary  men  aged  62  to  64  were  not  at 
work  in  the  survey  week — about  31/2  times  the  proportion  of  non- 
beneficiaries in  this  age  group  not  at  work  (table  8.10).  Most 
beneficiaries  who  had  any  employment  worked  at  part-time  or 
part-year  jobs.  Only  3  percent  of  the  full-year  beneficiaries  had 
full-time  jobs  throughout  1962. 

Only  half  of  the  beneficiary  men  in  the  labor  force  were  actually 
at  work.  The  rest  were  unemployed  and  looking  for  work  or  had 
a  job  but  were  "temporarily"  not  working  (table  8.11).  This  situ- 
ation is  in  sharp  contrast  to  that  of  nonbeneficiaries  in  the  labor 
force,  9  out  of  10  of  whom  were  actually  at  work.  A  higher  pro- 
portion, also,  of  beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over  in  the  labor  force 
were  actually  at  work. 

Among  beneficiary  men  aged  62  to  64  who  were  not  in  the  labor 
force,  about  half  had  retired  from  regular  full-time  jobs  before 
1960.  In  other  words,  they  had  been  without  regular  work  before 
they  reached  age  62,  the  age  at  which  they  could  first  draw 
OASDHI  benefits. 

Reasons  for  Retirement 

Only  two-fifths  of  the  beneficiaries  not  at  work  in  the  survey 
week  were  well  enough  to  work,  and  only  a  fifth  expected  to  work 
in  1963.  These  proportions  are  much  smaller  than  those  for  non- 
beneficiaries (table  8.8).  If  the  analysis  of  beneficiaries  aged  62 
to  64  were  limited  to  early  retirees  exclusive  of  disability  bene- 
ficiaries, the  proportions  working  or  expecting  to  work  again  in 
1963  would  be  larger  and  would  differ  less  from  the  figures  for 
nonbeneficiaries  of  the  same  age. 

Almost  three-fourths  of  the  beneficiaries  aged  62  to  64  claimed 
benefits  because  of  poor  health  or  because  they  were  laid  off.  Fewer 
than  half  the  beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over  retired  for  these 
reasons.  The  proportion  retiring  voluntarily  was  almost  twice  as 
high  among  older  beneficiaries  as  among  younger  ones  (table  8.4) . 

Older  men  who  retired  involuntarily  were  more  likely  to  have 
reached  compulsory  retirement  age  than  to  have  been  laid  off, 
while  the  reverse  was  true  of  younger  men.  Those  who  reach  com- 
pulsory retirement  age  are  more  likely  to  be  better  prepared  for 
retirement,  economically  and  otherwise,  than  those  who  are  laid  off. 
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To  summarize,  beneficiaries  who  were  aged  62  to  64  at  the  time  of 
the  1963  Survey  were  characterized  by  low  incomes,  low  employ- 
ment rates,  poor  health,  and  very  little  voluntary  retirement. 

DIFFERENCES  IN  THE  RETIREMENT  PATTERNS  OF 
MEN  AND  WOMEN 

In  this  section,  five  major  differences  in  the  retirement  patterns 
of  men  and  women  are  summarized,  with  a  discussion  of  how  these 
differences  may  be  explained  by  the  differences  between  men  and 
women  in  the  importance  they  attach  to  their  worker  roles. 

Women  have  higher  retirement  rates  than  men, — Regardless  of 
which  measure  is  used,  it  is  clear  that  aged  women  retire  much 
more  frequently  than  aged  men.  The  measure  used  for  most  of 
this  analysis,  that  is,  the  proportion  who  did  not  work  or  who 
worked  less  than  6  months,  full  time,  during  1962,  shows  that  83 
percent  of  the  men  over  age  65,  and  95  percent  of  the  women, 
were  retired  (table  8.1) .  Even  with  the  exclusion  from  the  base  of 
those  who  have  never  been  employed  in  their  lives,  the  male  retire- 
ment rate  remains  unchanged  and  the  female  retirement  rate  only 
decreases  to  93  percent. 

Women  have  a  higher  rate  of  voluntary  retirement  than  men. — 
Women  give  voluntary  reasons  for  retiring  twice  as  frequently 
as  men  do  (table  8.4).  Conversely,  women  are  less  likely  than 
men  to  give  involuntary  reasons  such  as  poor  health  or  reaching 
compulsory  retirement  age.  The  higher  rate  of  voluntary  retire- 
ment among  women  holds  true  of  beneficiaries  as  well  as  nonbene- 
ficiaries,  and  for  wage  and  salary  workers  as  well  as  for  the  self- 
employed. 

Occupational  differences  in  women's  retirement  rates  are  small. — 
As  pointed  out  in  the  preceding  section,  men  in  the  higher-paid 
occupations  have  substantially  lower  retirement  rates  than  other 
men.  Since  this  pattern  was  so  clear  among  men,  it  was  surpris- 
ing to  find  it  did  not  appear  among  women  (table  8.2).  Women 
who  were  managers,  officials,  or  proprietors  were  somewhat  less 
likely  to  retire  than  other  women  but  the  difference  was  not  sta- 
tistically significant.  Other  higher-paid  women  retired  at  about 
the  same  rate  as  the  lower-paid. 

Married  women  have  higher  retirement  rates  than  nonmarried 
women. — A  larger  proportion  of  married  women  than  nonmarried 
women  were  retired,  while  the  reverse  was  true  of  men:  propor- 
tionately more  nonmarried  than  married  men  were  retired.  The 
reversal  in  pattern  is  illustrated  in  the  following  percentages  of 
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men  and  women  over  age  65  who  did  not  work  in  1962  or  worked 
less  than  6  months  at  full-time  jobs : 


Retirement  rates  are  increasing  among  men  hut  not  among 
ivomen. — The  percent  of  aged  men  with  less  than  6  months  of  full- 
time  work  increased  by  a  fifth  between  1950  and  1962,  while  the 
corresponding  percent  for  aged  women  remained  about  the  sameJ 

These  differences  in  retirement  patterns  can  be  explained  largely 
in  terms  of  one  basic  principle  derived  from  role  theory.  A  role, 
simply  defined,  is  a  pattern  of  actions  and  expectations  associated 
with  a  given  position  in  society.  Some  roles  are  worker,  retiree, 
mother,  grandmother,  and  housewife.  Each  person  normally  has 
several  roles  to  fulfill,  because  of  the  various  positions  he  occupies 
in  the  different  institutional  aspects  of  the  social  structure.  For 
example,  he  may  be  a  worker,  a  father,  and  a  church  member. 
These  multiple  roles,  taken  together,  are  the  basis  for  his  social 
behavior  and  identify  his  social  being.  A  large  body  of  theory  and 
research  has  established  that  these  roles  are  a  primary  basis  for 
most  of  a  person's  behavior,  attitudes,  values,  prestige,  and  per- 
sonal integration.^ 

The  importance  of  a  given  role  to  a  given  individual  will  vary, 
depending  on  such  factors  as  the  rewards  he  derives  from  that 
role  relative  to  rewards  from  other  roles,  the  expectations  of  soci- 
ety and  of  his  reference  group,  his  background,  and  his  personality. 
The  importance  of  a  given  role  can  be  measured  in  various  ways. 
One  way  is  to  observe  which  role  takes  precedence  when  there  are 
conflicting  role  demands.  For  example,  when  the  worker  role  de- 
mands overtime  that  would  conflict  with  a  family  picnic,  which 
wins  out,  overtime  or  picnic?  Another  way  is  to  observe  which 
role  occupies  more  time  than  others,  or  to  measure  how  interested 
a  person  is  in  a  given  role  through  various  questionnaire  tech- 
niques. 

Through  such  methods,  the  following  basic  principle  is  reached : 
in  our  society  the  worker  role  is  more  important  to  men  than  to 
women.  Nearly  all  men  aged  18  to  64  have  a  worker  role,  but 

For  1950  data,  see  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Current  Population  Reports. 
Series  P-50,  No.  86;  for  1962  data,  see  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  Special 
Labor  Force  Report,  No.  38. 

8  For  example,  see  Bert  Kaplan,  "Personality  and  Social  Structure,"  and  F. 
Stuart  Chapin,  "Social  Institutions  and  Voluntary  Associations,"  in  Joseph  B. 
Gittler  (ed.),  Review  of  Sociology  (New  York:  John  Wiley  and  Sons,  1957), 
pp.  93-101  and  267-270. 
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about  half  the  women  of  this  age  do  not  have  any  employment  in 
any  given  year  (table  7.15) .  Men  spend  more  time  in  their  worker 
role.  Most  men  work  at  regular  full-time  jobs,  but  most  women 
do  not.  The  worker  role  is  the  primary  source  of  income  and  social 
status  for  most  men.  In  contrast,  the  roles  of  wife,  mother,  and 
housewife  remain  the  primary  and  most  acceptable  roles  for  most 
women. 

There  are  some  exceptions,  of  course,  to  this  basic  principle,  as 
there  are  to  any  generalization — the  career  woman  to  whom  work 
is  more  important  than  any  other  role,  for  instance,  or  the  hobo 
who  prefers  any  role  to  that  of  worker.  But  the  evidence  is  clearly 
in  favor  of  the  generalization :  the  worker  role  is  more  important 
to  most  men  than  to  most  women. 

This  principle  can  now  be  applied  to  explain  the  five  differences 
between  male  and  female  retirement  patterns.  First,  men  retire 
less  than  women  because  the  worker  role  continues  to  be  more 
important  to  men  than  to  women  in  later  years,  just  as  it  was  dur- 
ing their  younger  years.  Most  men  seem  reluctant  to  leave  their 
worker  role  even  in  old  age.  Most  retired  men  retired  because  of 
such  compelling  forces  as  poor  health,  a  compulsory  retirement 
system,  or  inability  to  find  work.  Apparently,  our  society  has  not 
yet  institutionalized  the  retirement  role  with  sufficient  rewards, 
such  as  adequate  retirement  income  and  social  status,  to  induce 
many  men  voluntarily  to  choose  the  retirement  role  over  a  worker 
role. 

Women  retire  more  frequently  because  for  most  women  retire- 
ment does  not  mean  giving  up  a  primary  role.  On  the  contrary, 
it  usually  means  giving  up  a  secondary  role  in  favor  of  the  primary 
roles  of  housewife,  mother,  and  grandmother.  This  also  explains 
why  there  is  so  much  more  voluntary  retirement  among  women 
than  among  men. 

The  third  difference  is  that  male  retirement  rates  are  lower  in 
the  more  highly  paid  occupations,  while  female  retirement  rates 
show  little  or  no  difference  between  occupations  (table  8.2) .  Since 
the  worker  role  is  more  important  to  men  than  to  women,  differ- 
ences in  the  characteristics  of  the  work  in  different  occupations 
affect  men  more  than  women.  Thus,  the  lighter  physical  de- 
mands and  greater  rewards  of  the  upper  occupations  allow  and 
encourage  men  in  these  occupations  to  continue  working  more 
than  in  the  lower  occupations.  These  differences  do  not  affect 
women  as  strongly  because  their  work  role  is  less  important  to 
them.  Furthermore,  the  differences  in  physical  demands  and  re- 
wards between  upper  and  lower  occupations  are  probably  not  as 
great  for  women  as  for  men. 
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As  for  differences  in  retirement  patterns  according  to  differences 
in  marital  status,  it  can  be  assumed  that  while  the  worker  role  is 
of  primary  importance  to  both  married  and  nonmarried  men,  the 
former  retire  less  readily,  both  because  they  have  more  opportunity 
to  continue  their  worker  role,  being  younger  and  in  better  health 
and  possibly  better  trained,  and  also  because  they  have  heavier 
financial  responsibilities.  In  contrast,  married  women  are  better 
able  to  leave  their  worker  role  (which  is  of  secondary  importance) 
because  they  usually  derive  support  from  their  husbands.  The 
nonmarried  woman  more  often  continues  the  worker  role  because 
it  is  more  important  to  her,  especially  since  she  is  less  likely  to 
have  other  means  of  support. 

Finally,  there  is  the  increasing  rate  of  retirement  among  men 
contrasted  to  the  stable  or  slightly  declining  retirement  rate  among 
women.  There  are  many  reasons  for  the  increasing  retirement 
among  men,  such  as  increasing  automation,  declining  job  oppor- 
tunities for  older  men,  changing  attitudes  toward  retirement,  and 
increasing  retirement  benefits  both  through  social  security  and  pri- 
vate pensions.  In  terms  of  the  role  theory,  the  worker  role  is 
declining  in  importance  for  aged  men.  Many  researchers,  such  as 
Riesman,  Whyte,  Lowenthal,  and  Dubin,  have  amassed  evidence 
that  production  roles  have  declined  in  importance  in  relation  to 
consumption  roles  in  our  society.^  For  aged  men,  this  means  the 
worker  role  has  declined  in  importance  in  relation  to  the  retire- 
ment role. 

Women,  on  the  other  hand,  have  not  been  affected  by  this  trend. 
On  the  contrary,  the  worker  role  is  assuming  more  importance  as 
more  women  join  the  labor  force.  This  is  because  of  several  fac- 
tors, such  as  the  increase  in  the  proportion  of  women  available 
for  work,  which  in  turn  is  due  to  smaller  families  and  less  house- 
work. Also  there  is  a  trend  toward  equality  between  the  sexes  in 
the  work  world;  jobs  that  were  once  thought  to  be  ''man's  work" 
are  opening  up  to  women,  and  more  women  are  getting  the  educa- 
tion and  training  necessary  for  these  jobs.  There  are  increasing 
demands  that  hiring,  promotion,  and  pay  should  not  discriminate 
against  women. 

This  trend  toward  equality  between  the  sexes  is  reflected  in  the 
retirement  trends.  If  the  trend  toward  more  retirement  among 
men  and  somewhat  less  retirement  among  women  should  continue 

9  D.  Riesman,  et  al,  The  Lonely  Crowd  (New  Haven:  Yale  University 
Press,  1905);  W.  H.  Whyte,  Jr.,  The  Organization  Man  (New  York:  Simon 
and  Schuster,  1956)  ;  L.  Lowenthal,  "Biographies  in  Popular  Magazines," 
W.  Petersen  (ed.),  American  Social  Patterns  (New  York:  Doubleday,  1956)  : 
R.  Dubin,  "Industrial  Workers'  Worlds,"  E.  O.  Smigel  (ed.),  Work  and 
Leisure  (New  Haven:  College  and  University  Press,  1963),  pp.  53-72. 
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at  the  rate  it  has  since  1950,  there  would  be  little  or  no  difference 
in  male  and  female  retirement  rates  in  15  to  20  years.  A  more 
probable  assumption  is  that  this  trend  toward  equality  between 
the  sexes  will  slow  down  long  before  equality  is  reached.  If  this 
assumption  is  correct,  then  the  differences  in  the  retirement  pat- 
terns of  men  and  women  will  continue  to  be  an  important  and 
fruitful  area  of  analysis,  at  least  during  the  next  few  decades. 
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Modern  medicine  has  improved  health  and  prolonged 
life,  but  the  medical  problems  of  the  elderly  continue  to 
mount.  The  old  are  much  more  likely  than  the  young  to 
suffer  from  chronic  diseases  that  require  costly  hospital 
and  physician  care  at  a  time  when  incomes  have  been 
reduced.  Toward  alleviation  of  this  burden,  the  Social 
Security  Administration  designed  the  1963  Survey  of  the 
Aged  to  relate  data  on  the  extent  of  care,  particularly  in 
short-stay  hospitals,  with  economic  and  demographic 
characteristics  and  also  with  the  costs  of  medical  care,  the 
extent  of  health  insurance  coverage,  and  other  means  of 
meeting  such  costs.  These  data,  presented  in  the  follow- 
ing three  chapters,  were  used  in  planning  for  extension  of 
the  social  security  system  to  provide  protection  against 
hospital  costs  for  the  aged.  They  now  provide  a  bench- 
mark against  which  to  study  the  effect  of  the  health  insur- 
ance provisions  of  the  1965  amendments  to  the  Social 
Security  Act. 


Chapter  9 


UTILIZATION  OF 
HEALTH  SERVICES 

The  unpredictable  incidence  of  illness  and  the  high  cost  of  hos- 
pital and  nursing  home  care  present  special  problems  for  the  aged. 
According  to  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  a  person  aged  65  and 
over  has  about  1  in  7  chances  of  going  to  a  general  or  short-stay 
special  hospital  during  the  year  and  about  1  in  25  chances  of  going 
to  a  long-stay  hospital  or  a  nursing  home.  The  aged  person 
going  to  a  short-stay  hospital  could  expect  to  be  there  an  average 
of  21/4  weeks  during  the  year.  In  a  long-stay  medical  facility  he 
would  spend  an  average  of  37  weeks.  With  the  decline  in  health 
that  accompanies  advancing  age,  visits  with  a  physician  also 
increase.  The  utilization  of  health  services  as  presented  in  this 
chapter  relates  to  short-stay  and  long-stay  hospitals  and  visits  to 
physicians.  The  differences  in  utilization  rates  between  men 
and  women  are  analyzed,  as  well  as  the  differences  between  bene- 
ficiaries and  nonbeneficiaries,  the  income  groups,  and  the  age 
groups.  Differences  in  utilization  rates  between  those  with  health 
insurance  and  those  not  covered  are  also  presented. 

SHORT-STAY  HOSPITALS 

Data  on  utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  concern  stays  in  gen- 
eral hospitals  and  short-stay  special  hospitals  (orthopedic,  osteo- 
pathic, contagious  disease,  and  eye,  ear,  nose,  and  throat).  A  hos- 
pital stay  is  defined  as  a  stay  as  a  patient  overnight  or  longer. 
Hospital-clinic  and  outpatient  visits  are  not  included ;  nor  are  hos- 
pital stays  of  persons  who  died  during  the  survey  year. 

Several  measures  of  utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  are  used. 
The  utilization  rates  based  on  individuals  hospitalized  are  ex- 
pressed as  the  number  per  100  population  and  as  days  per  person 
per  year.  Three  measures  of  utilization  based  on  discharges  are 
used:  discharges  per  1,000  persons,  average  length  of  stay  per  dis- 
charge, and  the  total  number  of  days  of  hospital  care  per  1,000 
persons. 

Persons  Hospitalized 

Among  the  17.5  million  persons  aged  65  and  over,  2.4  million 
received  care  during  1962  in  short-stay  hospitals.  They  repre- 
sented nearly  14  percent  of  the  total.  Included  are  aged  persons 
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who  may  also  have  had  a  stay  in  a  long-stay  hospital  or  nursing 
home  during  the  year.  Persons  who  were  hospitalized  spent  an 
average  of  21/2  weeks  (17.7  days)  in  a  short-stay  hospital  during 
1962.  Aged  men  had  slightly  higher  utilization  rates  than  women ; 
a  slightly  'larger  proportion  of  men  aged  65  and  over  were  hos- 
pitalized during  the  year,  and  men  spent  about  one-half  day  more 
in  the  hospital  (table  9.1).  Advancing  age  is  associated  with 
greater  use  of  hospitals.  One  out  of  8  persons  aged  65  to  72  was 
hospitalized  during  1962,  compared  with  about  1  out  of  7  persons 
aged  73  and  over  (table  9.4) . 

Classifying  individuals  in  three  groups  according  to  their  cur- 
rent cash  income  reveals  no  clear  pattern  of  differences  in  the 
utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals :  13  percent  of  the  persons  in  the 
low  income  third,  15  percent  in  the  middle  third,  and  14  percent 
in  the  top  third  received  care  in  short-stay  hospitals  (table  9.2). 
Data  by  sex  and  OASDHI  beneficiary  status  show  no  consistent 
increases  or  decreases  in  utilization  of  hospitals  that  are  related 
to  income.  There  is  an  indication,  however,  that  those  who  are 
best  off  financially  have  somewhat  less  need  for  hospital  care  and 
that  some  of  those  with  the  least  income  may  not  always  obtain  the 
care  they  need.  In  general,  persons  in  lower  income  groups  may 
obtain  the  needed  care  through  the  help  of  relatives,  from  a  pub- 
lic hospital,  from  public  assistance  or  another  public  program,  or 
from  a  private  agency. 

Many  aged  persons  seek  public  assistance  at  the  time  of  medical 
need.^  One  out  of  6  public  assistance  recipients  aged  65  and  over 
received  care  in  short-stay  hospitals  during  the  year,  compared 
with  1  out  of  8  nonrecipients  (table  9.3).^  The  2.4  million  persons 
in  short-stay  hospitals  during  1962  accounted  for  almost  3  million 
discharges — 1.26  discharges  for  each  person.  Nearly  four-fifths 
of  those  who  were  hospitalized  in  the  course  of  the  year  had  one 
stay,  17  percent  had  two  stays,  and  4  percent  had  three  or  more 
stays  (table  9.5).  Although  elderly  persons  with  hospital  insur- 
ance were  more  likely  to  go  to  a  short-stay  hospital  than  those 
without  insurance,  the  distribution  of  hospitalized  persons  by  the 
number  of  stays  shows  no  substantial  variation  among  those  with 
and  without  hospital  insurance.  (Further  discussion  of  relation- 
ships between  utilization  rates  and  insurance  ownership  follows 
in  the  next  section,  ''Hospital  Discharges  and  Associated  Fac- 


1  Bureau  of  Family  Services,  Welfare  Administration,  Reasons  for  Opening 
and  Closing  Public  Assistayice  Cases,  January-June  1963,  January  1964. 

-  In  this  comparison  persons  are  classified  as  public  assistance  recipients  if 
they  received  cash  assistance,  whether  or  not  payments  in  their  behalf  were 
made  directly  to  a  hospital  or  nursing  home  by  a  public  assistance  agency. 
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tors.")  For  the  broad  age  groups,  a  distribution  of  persons  in 
short-stay  hospitals  in  1962  by  the  number  of  multiple  admissions 
also  shows  no  substantial  variation  among  the  groups  (table  9.6). 

Hospital  Discharges  and  Associated  Factors 

For  every  1,000  aged  persons  there  were  171  discharges  from 
short-stay  hospitals  in  1962  (table  9.7).  The  average  length  of 
stay  per  discharge  was  15.1  days — almost  2,600  days  of  care  for 
every  1,000  aged  persons  or  an  average  of  2.6  days  for  every 
aged  person.  These  findings  are  similar  to  those  from  the  National 
Center  for  Health  Statistics  covering  the  period  July  1962-June 
1963  for  the  noninstitutional  population. 

There  are  some  differences  between  aged  men  and  women  in 
the  utilization  of  hospital  facilities.  Aged  men  are  hospitalized 
more  frequently  than  aged  women — 184  discharges  per  1,000 
men,  compared  with  161  for  women.  In  the  average  length  of 
stay  per  discharge  there  is,  however,  very  little  difference — 15.2 
days  for  men  and  15.1  for  women.  The  total  number  of  days  of 
care  per  1,000  aged  men  is  15  percent  larger  than  it  is  for  women 
— about  2,800  for  men,  compared  with  2,400  days  for  women.^ 

Persons  with  some  form  of  hospital  insurance  are  hospital- 
ized more  frequently  than  those  with  no  insurance.  For  every 
1,000  aged  persons  with  insurance,  there  were  192  discharges 
during  1962.  This  rate  is  more  than  one-fourth  higher  than  the 
discharge  rate  for  aged  persons  with  no  hospital  insurance  cover- 
age. The  higher  discharge  rate  for  the  insured  is  offset,  however, 
by  the  longer  stays  for  the  noninsured  group:  an  average 
stay  of  13.5  days  per  discharge  for  the  insured,  but  17.5  days  for 
the  noninsured.  The  total  number  of  days  of  care  for  the  nonin- 
sured group  is  very  slightly  higher — 2  percent — than  that  for  the 
insured  group  as  a  whole.  This  difference  suggests  that  persons 
without  insurance  tend  to  postpone  entering  a  hospital  until  the 
need  is  critical  and  that  they  then  require  longer  periods  for  re- 
covery. Conversely,  it  would  appear  that  those  with  hospital 
insurance  coverage  obtain  needed  hospital  care  with  less  delay 
and  recover  faster  as  a  consequence;  they  are  also  more  likely  to 
be  hospitalized  for  short  periods  for  diagnostic  work-up.  There 
is  some  evidence  that  aged  persons  without  insurance  coverage 


3  The  total  number  of  days  of  care  based  on  discharges  in  1962  is  not  the 
same  as  the  total  number  of  days  of  care  during  the  year  for  aged  persons 
hospitalized  in  1962.  The  former  figure  excludes  days  of  care  for  those  who 
were  still  in  the  hospital  at  the  end  of  the  year;  the  latter  excludes  any  days 
of  care  in  the  preceding  year  for  persons  discharged  during  1962.  The  differ- 
ences between  the  two  figures  for  similar  age  groups  are  not  large. 
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were  in  poorer  health  and  had  more  unmet  medical  needs  than 
those  with  coverage  (table  11.4) . 

The  general  pattern  of  higher  discharge  rates  coupled  with 
shorter  hospital  stays  for  insured  persons  applies  to  the  rates 
for  both  men  and  women.  Noninsured  aged  men  were  discharged 
at  a  rate  14  percent  lower  than  the  rate  for  insured  men,  but  the 
average  stay  for  the  noninsured  was  almost  50  percent  longer. 
Thus  the  total  number  of  days  of  care  per  1,000  noninsured  men 
was  more  than  one-fourth  higher  than  the  rate  for  the  insured. 
The  utilization  pattern  for  women  is  somewhat  different:  non- 
insured  women  had  a  discharge  rate  27  percent  lower  than  that 
for  the  insured  women.  The  average  length  of  stay  for  nonin- 
sured women  was  16.4  days,  only  15  percent  longer  than  for  in- 
sured women.  The  total  number  of  days  of  care  per  1,000  insured 
women  was  one-fifth  higher  than  that  for  noninsured  women. 

There  is  a  generally  consistent  pattern  of  increase  in  the  hos- 
pital utilization  rates  with  advancing  age  for  all  aged  persons 
(table  9.8).  The  discharge  rates  for  all  aged  persons  increased 
from  145  per  1,000  persons  in  the  youngest  age  group  (62  to  64) 
to  a  rate  of  175  in  the  oldest  age  group  (73  and  over)  ;  the  average 
length  of  stay  rose  from  13.3  days  to  17.1  days.  The  resulting 
total  number  of  days  of  care  per  1,000  persons  amounted  to  1,934 
for  those  aged  62  to  64,  and  the  rate  increased  to  3,000  days  for 
those  aged  73  and  over,  a  55-percent  higher  utilization  rate. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  these  utilization  rates  are  based 
on  the  hospital  experience  of  persons  living  at  the  time  of  the 
interviews.  If  the  rates  for  decedents  could  be  included,  even 
greater  differentials  would  result  with  advancing  age.^ 

A  similar  rise  in  the  total  number  of  days  of  care  per  1,000 
persons  as  age  advances  is  shown  for  men  and  women  and  for 
persons  with  and  without  hospital  insurance,  except  that  for 
women  aged  73  and  over  without  hospital  insurance  the  number 
declined  slightly.  There  are  a  few  deviations  from  this  trend  of 
higher  rates  with  increasing  age  both  for  the  discharges  and  for 
the  average  length  of  stay,  although  these  deviations  tend  to  off- 
set each  other.  The  average  length  of  stay  for  all  men  aged  62 
to  64,  for  example,  was  15.5  days,  and  for  those  aged  65  to  72, 

4  The  hospital  utilization  rate  was  about  four  times  greater  among  dece- 
dents than  among  those  aged  62  and  over  reporting  on  hospital  stays.  Thus 
the  utilization  rate  per  1,000  decedents  reported  by  surviving  spouses  aged  62 
and  over  was  640  days  in  any  medical  institution  and  538  in  general  and 
short-stay  hospitals.  The  proportion  of  decedents  increased  with  age.  Data 
from  the  Vital  Records  Survey  also  show  similar  hospital  utilization  rates  for 
decedents  aged  65  and  over  (National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  22, 
No.  1.  Hospitalization  in  the  Last  Year  of  Life,  United  States,  1961,  table  F). 
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12.6  days.  The  discharge  rates  increased  substantially,  however, 
from  137  for  the  younger  group  to  185  for  the  older,  and  this  rise 
more  than  offset  the  reversed  trend  in  the  reported  average  length 
of  stay  for  these  two  groups. 

The  disparity  in  hospital  utilization  rates  between  the  sexes  is 
much  larger  for  those  without  hospital  insurance  than  for  those 
with  insurance.  The  rates  for  noninsured  men  aged  65  and  over 
are  considerably  higher  than  those  for  women.  The  higher  utiliza- 
tion of  hospital  facilities  by  aged  men  without  insurance  may  be 
related  to  their  marital  status  and  living  arrangements.  Sixty- 
three  percent  of  the  nonmarried  men  had  no  health  insurance 
coverage,  compared  with  51  percent  of  the  nonmarried  women, 
and  36  percent  of  the  married  couples  (see  chapter  11).  These 
data  suggest  that  for  couples,  who  have  better  insurance  coverage, 
hospital  utilization  may  be  lower  because  there  is  someone  at  home 
to  care  for  the  sick  individual.  Furthermore,  the  living  arrange- 
ments of  aged  widows  and  other  women  without  husbands,  a  rela- 
tively high  proportion  of  whom  live  with  children  or  other  persons, 
may  be  such  that  their  need  for  hospital  care  is  less  than  that  of 
nonmarried  men,  who  tend  to  live  alone  and  have  no  insurance. 

Beneficiaries  and  Nonbeneficiaries  Compared 

For  persons  aged  65  and  over  as  a  group,  hospital  utilization 
rates  are  generally  higher  for  OASDHI  beneficiaries  than  for 
nonbeneficiaries.  The  discharge  rate  for  beneficiaries  is  176  per 
1,000  compared  with  161  for  those  not  receiving  benefits  (table 
9.7) .  The  average  length  of  stay  for  beneficiaries  discharged  from 
general  hospitals  is  also  longer — 15.6  compared  with  13.8  days 
for  nonbeneficiaries.  The  resulting  total  number  of  days  of  care 
per  1,000  persons  is  almost  one-fourth  higher  for  beneficiaries. 

The  pattern  of  overall  higher  hospital  utilization  rates  for  bene- 
ficiaries prevails  whether  or  not  they  have  hospital  insurance  cov- 
erage. The  immediate  reason  for  a  worker's  filing  for  his  OASDHI 
benefits  may  be  that  he  requires  hospitalization  that  entails  cessa- 
tion or  curtailment  of  employment.  This  inference  is  borne  out 
by  comparing  the  discharge  rates  for  persons  who  were  still 
employed  and  those  who  had  recently  left  the  labor  force.  For 
men  aged  65  to  72  who  first  received  benefits  in  1962,  the  dis- 
charge rate  was  one-third  higher  than  for  men  in  the  same  age 
group  who  were  not  beneficiaries  and  were  more  than  three  times 
as  likely  to  have  had  full-time  jobs  throughout  1962.-^  The  follow- 

5  44  percent  of  the  nonbeneficiaries  compared  with  14  percent  of  the  part- 
year  beneficiaries  aged  65  to  72  had  full-time,  year-round  jobs  during  1962 
(table  7.6). 
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ing  tabulation  compares  the  discharge  rates  by  age  for  nonbene- 
ficiaries,  men  who  were  receiving  OASDHI  benefits  throughout 
1962,  and  men  whose  benefits  started  in  1962: 

Discharge  rates  per  1,000  men 

Beneficiaries 
with  bene- 
Full-year     fits  starting  Nonbene- 
beneficiaries      in  1962  ficiaries 


Aged  62-64   149  266  118 

Aged  65-72   186  216  163 

Aged  73  and  over   192  (i)  159 

1  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 

The  pattern  of  higher  hospital  discharge  rates  for  beneficiaries 
than  for  nonbeneficiaries  holds  for  most  age  groups,  regardless  of 
hospital-insurance  status,  except  for  the  group  aged  62  to  64 
without  hospital  insurance.  Among  men  aged  62  to  64,  however, 
nonbeneficiaries  without  hospital  insurance  have  considerably 
higher  utilization  rates  than  beneficiaries  (table  9.8  and  chart 
9.1).  Because  there  were  relatively  few  persons  aged  62  to  64 
without  insurance  who  were  hospitalized  during  1962,  the  sam- 
pling error  may  be  high. 

The  highest  rates  were  reported  for  men  beneficiaries  aged  62 
to  64  with  insurance.  In  this  category,  there  were  325  discharges 
per  1,000  persons,  and  their  average  stay  of  17.3  days  meant  5,626 
days  of  care  for  every  1,000  persons  in  the  group.  The  unusually 
high  utilization  for  insured  beneficiary  men  aged  62  to  64  strongly 
suggests  that  an  important  reason  for  claiming  benefits  is  ill  health 
requiring  hospitalization.  Indeed,  more  than  a  fourth  of  the  men 
in  this  age  group  were  severely  disabled  and  drew  OASDHI  bene- 
fits because  of  their  disability. 

Variations  in  Length  of  Stay 

The  average  length  of  stay  per  discharge  is  more  than  2  weeks. 
This  average  tends  to  obscure  the  variation  in  duration  of  stay 
for  many  of  the  hospitalized  aged.  The  record  of  the  total  number 
of  days  of  hospital  care  for  each  discharge  in  1962  from  general 
and  short-stay  special  hospitals  provides  the  basis  for  analyzing 
the  distribution  of  patients  discharged  in  terms  of  length  of  time 
spent  in  the  hospital.  The  data  were  grouped  by  3-day  intervals 
through  the  first  9  days,  then  by  a  5-day  period,  followed  by  15- 
day  intervals  up  to  90  days.  All  stays  of  more  than  90  days  were 
grouped  together  (table  9.9) . 
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Chart  9.1— Short-stay-hospital  utilization  rates  for  beneficiaries  and  non- 
beneficiaries,  by  age  and  hospital  insurance  status,  1962 


rharges  per  1,000  persons  (rate) 


Average  length  of  stay  (days)  per  discharge 
25 


62^4  65-72  73  and 

over 

With  hospital  insurance 
Beneficiaries     K\\l  Nonbeneficiaries 


62-64  65-72         73  and 

over 

Without  hospital  insurance 


Approximately  1  out  of  6  hospital  stays  was  for  3  days  or  less. 
In  all,  about  one-third  of  the  persons  discharged  were  in  and  out 
of  the  hospital  within  a  week.  One  out  of  5  stayed  10  to  14  days, 
and  another  fifth  stayed  15  to  30  days.  On  a  cumulative  basis,  71 
percent  of  the  hospital  stays  were  for  less  than  15  days  and  91 
percent  for  less  than  31  days.  Only  1  percent  stayed  more  than 
90  days  for  an  individual  episode.  (Multiple  stays  by  one  person 
during  the  year  are  counted  separately.) 

By  and  large,  there  are  no  striking  differences  in  the  distribu- 
tions for  men  and  women,  but  relatively  more  men  and  women 
in  the  oldest  group  had  the  longer  stays.  Eighteen  percent  of  the 
discharged  persons  aged  65  to  72  had  stays  of  1  to  3  days,  com- 
pared with  14  percent  in  the  older  age  group,  an  indication  that 
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persons  aged  65  to  72  are  more  apt  than  older  persons  to  be  hos- 
pitalized for  a  short  stay. 

LONG-STAY  HOSPITALS  AND  NURSING  HOMES 

In  addition  to  having  a  high  rate  of  utilization  of  short-stay 
hospitals,  aged  persons  are  the  primary  users  of  long-stay  institu- 
tions. These  include,  in  this  study,  psychiatric,  tuberculosis, 
chronic  disease,  and  other  long-stay  hospitals  and  nursing  homes. 
Excluded  are  homes  for  the  aged  not  providing  nursing  care. 

Because  of  limitations  in  the  data  on  long-stay  medical  facili- 
ties, they  should  be  used  as  general  indicators  rather  than  precise 
measures  of  utilization.  The  data  are  included  in  the  totals  but 
are  not  shown  separately,  except  to  indicate  incidence  and  the 
proportion  of  total  medical  costs  attributable  to  such  care.  A  dis- 
cussion of  the  institutional  sample  is  included  in  appendix  A. 

Roughly  750,000  persons,  or  4  percent  of  the  17.5  million  per- 
sons aged  65  and  over,  received  care  in  long-stay  hospitals  and 
nursing  homes  during  1962.  Included  in  this  count  are  aged  per- 
sons who  were  in  medical  institutions  at  the  time  of  the  interview, 
as  well  as  persons  from  the  household  sample  who  had  stayed  in 
such  an  institution  at  some  time  during  the  year.  Aged  persons 
with  a  stay  in  a  short-stay  hospital  followed  or  preceded  by  a  stay 
in  a  long-stay  medical  facility  are  also  included.  The  average  stay 
in  the  long-term  medical  facilities  during  the  year  was  37  weeks. 

Utilization  of  long-stay  medical  facilities  is  closely  associated 
with  advancing  age.  While  only  2  percent  of  those  aged  65  to  72 
were  in  long-stay  medical  facilities,  the  rate  increases  to  7  per- 
cent for  those  aged  73  and  over  (table  9.10) .  The  pattern  of 
increased  utilization  of  long-stay  medical  facilities  with  advancing 
age  holds  for  men,  women,  beneficiaries,  and  nonbeneficiaries. 

Women  aged  65  and  over  have  slightly  higher  utilization  rates 
than  men  in  this  age  group,  a  reflection,  perhaps,  of  the  differences 
in  age  composition.  There  are  relatively  more  very  old  women 
than  men:  men  aged  73  and  over  represent  20  percent  of  the 
population  aged  65  and  over,  and  women  in  that  age  group  make 
up  26  percent.  Since  advancing  age  is  an  important  factor  in  utili- 
zation of  long-stay  facilities,  it  is  not  surprising  to  find  that  a" 
higher  proportion  of  women  are  in  need  of  long-term  care. 

The  rates  of  utilization  of  long-stay  hospitals  and  nursing  homes 
are  lower  for  beneficiaries  than  for  nonbeneficiaries  within  each 
age  group.  The  greatest  disparity  in  rates  between  beneficiaries 
and  nonbeneficiaries  is  found  in  the  oldest  age  group:  13  percent 
of  the  nonbeneficiaries  aged  73  and  over  were  in  long-stay  medical 
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facilities,  compared  with  only  3  percent  of  the  beneficiaries.  It  is 
the  nonbeneficiaries,  with  a  large  proportion  of  very  old  persons 
with  low  incomes,  who  tend  to  remain  in  long-stay  medical 
facilities. 

Public  assistance  recipients  have  considerably  higher  utiliza- 
tion rates  in  long-stay  medical  facilities  than  nonrecipients.  Eight 
percent  of  those  receiving  some  cash  assistance,  compared  with 
about  4  percent  of  the  nonrecipients,  were  in  long-stay  hospitals 
or  nursing  homes  during  the  year.  In  many  cases,  reasons  for 
receiving  public  assistance  are  that  the  individual  is  in  ill  health, 
unable  to  work,  or  in  a  medical  facility.  In  this  comparison,  as  in 
the  analysis  of  short-stay  hospital  utilization,  persons  are  classi- 
fied as  recipients  if  they  received  cash  assistance,  whether  or  not 
payments  in  their  behalf  were  made  directly  to  a  hospital  or 
nursing  home  by  a  public  assistance  agency.  If  those  in  whose 
behalf  payments  for  medical  care  were  made  to  a  hospital  or 
nursing  home  had  also  been  included,  the  utilization  rates  of  public 
assistance  recipients  would  be  somewhat  higher. 

When  data  for  aged  persons  in  short-stay  and  long-stay  medical 
facilities  in  1962  are  combined,  about  1  out  of  every  6  aged  persons 
in  the  United  States  was  in  some  medical  facility  during  1962. 
Among  the  17.5  million  aged  persons  aged  65  and  over,  3.1  mil- 
lion received  such  care  during  1962.  An  aged  person  who  had 
stays  in  more  than  one  type  of  medical  facility  during  the  year 
was  counted  only  once.  The  data  on  utilization  of  all  medical 
facilities  by  the  aged  during  1962  are  summarized  as  follows: 


Percent  in  medical 
facilities  in  1962 


Total 

Men 

Women 

Aged  65  and  over  

. ...  17.5 

17.5 

17.5 

Aged  65-72   15.5        16.2  15.0 

Aged  73  and  over   19.8        19.2  20.2 

Among  persons  aged  65  and  over  as  a  group,  there  is  no  differ- 
ence in  utilization  of  medical  facilities  by  men  and  women.  Within 
the  age  groups  65  to  72  and  73  and  over,  however,  differences  do 
occur:  in  the  younger  group,  men  have  slightly  higher  rates,  and 
the  pattern  is  reversed  in  the  older  group.  The  higher  utilization 
rates  for  women  aged  73  and  over  reflect  their  higher  rates  in 
long-stay  facilities.  The  factors  affecting  utilization  of  short-stay 
medical  facilities  apply  as  well  to  the  combined  utilization  of 
short-stay  and  long-stay  medical  facilities. 
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PHYSICIAN  CARE 

Frequency  of  Visits 

Data  on  frequency  of  visits  with  a  doctor  in  1962  relate  only 
to  the  household  population.  Consultations  in  outpatient  clinics 
are  counted  as  doctors'  visits,  but  doctors'  visits  to  any  person  in 
the  sample  while  he  was  a  patient  in  a  hospital  are  not  included. 
Each  respondent  was  asked  (for  himself  and  separately  for  a 
spouse)  -  how  many  times  he  saw  a  doctor  in  1962,  either  at  home, 
or  in  a  doctor's  office  or  clinic,  not  counting  any  visits  while  he 
was  a  patient  in  a  hospital.  The  respondent  was  asked  to  evaluate 
his  own  health,  and  then  he  was  asked  the  following  question: 
''Would  you  say  you  see  a  doctor  as  often  as  you  should?"  This 
question  and  the  health-evaluation  question  were  to  be  answered 
only  by  respondents  who  were  present  to  answer  for  themselves, 
on  the  assumption  that  answers  for  someone  not  present,  even  a 
spouse,  might  differ  from  the  individual's  answer  for  himself. 

Obviously,  recall  data  on  the  number  of  contacts  with  a  doctor 
during  a  full  year  are  suspect:  the  absolute  level  may  be  under- 
stated or  overstated.  There  is  no  a  priori  reason,  however,  to 
believe  that  response  errors  are  correlated  with  the  main  variables 
which  were  used  to  study  utilization  of  physician's  services — sex, 
income,  health  status,  or  even  age. 

It  is  widely  accepted  that  at  least  one  contact  a  year  with  a 
physician  is  desirable  as  a  preventive  measure  at  any  age  and 
that  some  treatment  is  likely  to  be  necessary  in  the  course  of  a 
year,  particularly  at  the  older  ages.  Nevertheless,  some  29  percent 
of  the  persons  65  and  over  said  they  had  not  seen  a  doctor  during 
1962  (table  9.11). 

Women  tend  to  consult  doctors  more  than  men.^  Seventy-five 
percent  of  the  aged  women  saw  a  doctor  in  1962,  and  67  percent 
of  the  aged  men  reported  contact  with  a  doctor  that  year.  Of 
those  who  did  consult  doctors  in  1962,  women  saw  doctors  some- 
what more  frequently  than  did  men. 

The  annual  number  of  physician  visits  was  somewhat  more 
closely  related  to  income  than  was  short-stay-hospital  care,  at  least 
for  men.  Some  37  percent  of  the  men  in  the  low  income  third 
reported  no  visits  to  or  from  a  doctor  compared  to  26  percent  for 
those  in  the  top  third  (table  9.12  and  chart  9.2).  For  women  the 
differences  were  insignificant.   In  part,  this  lack  of  correlation 

6  See  also  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  10,  No.  18.  Volume 
of  Physician  Visits,  and  No.  19.  Physician  Visits,  Interval  of  Visits;  and 
Ethel  Shanas,  The  Health  of  Older  People:  A  Social  Survey  (Cambridge, 
Mass.:  Harvard  University  Press,  1962). 
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Chart  9.2— Number  of  visits  to  doctor  by  men  and  women  aged  65  and  over, 

by  income  group,  1962 


may  be  an  artifact  resulting  from  attribution  of  a  couple's  income 
class  to  each  member  and  the  large  number  of  widows  supported 
by  relatives.  In  view  of  the  well-known  correlation  of  income  with 
health  status,  however,  the  data  on  doctors'  visits  indicate  that 
those  most  in  need  of  care — the  low  income  group — were  least 
likely  to  receive  it. 

The  number  of  consultations  is  closely  related  to  self-evaluation 
of  health  (table  9.13).  For  both  men  and  women  who  reported 
on  their  health,  the  proportion  without  care  was  only  about  one- 
third  as  large  for  those  saying  they  were  in  poor  health  as  for 
those  describing  their  health  as  good.  Conversely,  the  proportion 
reporting  24  or  more  visits  during  the  year  was  about  four  times 
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as  large  for  those  reporting  poor  health  as  for  those  reporting  good 
health.  In  summary,  the  percentages  of  persons  65  and  over 
within  each  health-status  group  who  reported  specified  numbers 
of  visits  compare  as  follows: 


Men  Women 


No  visits: 

Good  health   45  33 

Poor  health   18  11 

12-23  visits: 

Good  health   (5  10 

Poor  health   19  27 

24  or  more  visits: 

Good  health   3  4 

Poor  health   14  16 


Some  people  who  do  not  go  to  a  doctor  say  they  do  not  think  a 
doctor  can  help  or  they  are  afraid  to  go,  but  it  seems  doubtful 
that  such  reasons  would  account  for  the  fact  that  18  percent  of 
the  men  and  11  percent  of  the  women  aged  65  and  over  (not  in 
institutions)  who  considered  their  health  poor  did  not  see  a  doctor 
in  1962.  Financial  ability  was  probably  a  factor  also. 

Because  health  tends  to  be  inversely  correlated  with  age  among 
those  already  advanced  in  years,  one  might  expect  direct  correla- 
tion between  age  and  frequency  of  visits.  Although  there  is  some 
correlation,  most  of  the  differences  are  so  small  that  they  are 
probably  not  statistically  significant  (table  9.14) .  Two  points 
stand  out:  first,  differences  between  men  and  women  persist  in 
all  age  groups  and,  second,  differences  between  beneficiaries  and 
nonbeneficiaries  in  the  same  age/sex  group  are  negligible  except 
for  men  aged  62  to  64.  In  the  latter  case,  the  much  higher  rates 
for  beneficiaries  than  for  nonbeneficiaries — 23  percent  versus  10 
percent  with  12  or  more  visits,  and  30  percent  versus  37  percent 
with  no  visits — clearly  reflect  the  fact  that  the  beneficiary  group 
includes  many  who  could  not  work  because  of  poor  health,  whereas 
most  nonbeneficiary  men  of  this  age  were  regularly  employed. 
This  means,  on  the  other  hand,  that  nonbeneficiaries  could  better 
afford  needed  care.  Had  this  not  been  the  case,  the  nonbeneficiary 
rates  would  probably  have  been  lower,  and  the  differences  in  utili- 
zation more  pronounced,  than  they  actually  were. 

That  differences  by  age  are  largely  a  function  of  health  is  con- 
firmed by  analyzing  physician  visits  by  age  of  men  and  women, 
cross-classified  by  health  status  (table  9.13  and  chart  9.3).  De- 
clining health  rather  than  advancing  age  in  itself  brings  on  more 
frequent  visits  to  the  doctor. 
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Chart  9.3— Percent  of  men  and  women  making  at  least  12  visits  to  doctor,  by 
health  status  and  age,  1962 


Adequacy  of  Visits 

Nearly  half  the  respondents  said  they  did  not  see  a  doctor  as 
often  as  they  should.  Differences  were  negligible  between  men 
and  women  aged  65  and  over  and  among  age  groups,  except  that 
a  relatively  high  proportion  of  men  aged  62  to  64  (58  percent) 
gave  a  negative  response.  The  most  striking  differences  appear 
between  income  groups,  despite  the  anomalies  inherent  in  that 
classification  as  applied  to  persons.  Of  the  persons  65  and  over 
in  each  income  third,  the  following  percentages  said  they  did 
not  see  a  doctor  often  enough: 


Low  third.  .  . 
Middle  third 
High  third.  . 


Men  Women 

55  53 
46  44 
41  36 


128 


THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


In  general,  the  relationship  between  number  of  visits  and  satis- 
faction with  the  amount  of  consultation  is  logical ;  those  who  said 
they  saw  a  doctor  as  often  as  they  should  had  more  consultations, 
on  the  average,  than  those  who  said  they  did  not  see  a  doctor  as 
often  as  they  should  (tables  9.15  and  9.16) . 


Chapter  10 


THE  COST  OF 
MEDICAL  CARE 

Increasing  awareness  of  the  problem  of  medical  care  costs  of 
the  Nation's  elderly  population  has  stimulated  both  public  and 
private  interest  in  lightening  the  burden  on  the  individual  of 
financing  such  care  in  his  later  years.  The  extent  of  the  problem 
in  1962,  the  indications  of  economic  stringency  occasioned  by  the 
costs  of  medical  care,  and  patterns  of  expenditure  for  health  care 
are  among  the  subjects  explored  in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged 
for  the  period  that  preceded,  by  4  years,  the  effective  date  of  the 
health  insurance  provisions  of  the  Social  Security  Amendments 
of  1965.  Government  programs,  such  as  those  available  in  many 
States  under  the  Federal-State  program  of  Medical  Assistance  for 
the  Aged  (the  Kerr-Mills  program,  enacted  in  1960),  had  helped 
to  meet  the  health  care  needs  of  some,  and  private  insurance  had 
reduced  the  financial  risks  for  many.  The  problem  in  1962,  how- 
ever, was  still  much  the  same  as  in  1957,  the  time  of  the  last  sur- 
vey of  aged  OASDHI  beneficiaries:  necessary  health  services  and 
adequate  insurance  for  health  expenses  remained  beyond  the 
means  of  most  aged  persons. 

In  this  chapter,  following  a  discussion  of  conceptual  problems 
in  dealing  with  data  on  medical  costs,  the  total  medical  costs 
incurred  by  aged  couples  and  nonmarried  men  and  women  are 
examined  in  relation  to  hospital  utilization  and  health  insurance 
coverage,  beneficiary  status,  income,  and  age.  Costs  incurred  in 
short-stay  hospitals  are  analyzed,  with  brief  comment  on  the  effect 
of  some  of  the  variables.  Detailed  tables  are  included  to  permit 
more  intensive  analysis.  Data  are  presented  on  the  extent  of  care 
provided  by  public  or  private  agencies.  Out-of-pocket  expenses  in 
dollars  and  as  a  proportion  of  income  are  examined  and  com- 
pared with  costs  incurred. 

THE  CONCEPT  OF  MEDICAL  COSTS 

Collection  and  interpretation  of  data  on  medical  care  costs  are 
complicated  by  a  unique  conceptual  problem :  whether  costs  should 
be  based  on  amounts  incurred  for  medical  care  regardless  of  the 
source  of  payment — the  individual,  his  insurance,  relatives,  or 
public  or  voluntary  agencies — or  whether  they  should  be  based 
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on  out-of -pocket  expenses  for  care  by  patients  and  their  families, 
that  is,  direct  payment  for  services  and  supplies  plus  the  net 
cost  for  any  private  insurance.  In  planning  the  1963  survey,  it 
was  assumed  that,  to  the  extent  possible,  answers  to  both  questions 
were  needed,  as  well  as  the  relationship  between  the  two  meas- 
ures. Those  concerned  with  the  broad  problem  of  financing 
medical  care  costs  and  assessing  the  impact  of  new  or  modified 
programs  require  information  on  the  range  in  total  costs  during 
a  year  for  carefully  defined  subgroups. 

Because  medical  care  has  life-and-death  consequences,  and 
also  because  medical  care  costs,  particularly  hospital  costs,  are 
irregular  in  their  incidence  and  likely  to  be  very  burdensome, 
the  charge  to  the  patient  or  consumer  may  be  less  than  the  eco- 
nomic cost  of  the  service  to  the  vendor,  or  there  may  be  no  charge 
at  all.  In  fiscal  year  1965,  for  example,  public  funds  supported 
22  percent  of  total  national  expenditures  for  personal  health  care, 
estimated  at  $33  billion,  and  private  philanthropy,  another  2.5 
percent.^  For  hospital  care  alone,  the  proportion  of  costs  met  out 
of  public  funds  was  almost  twice  as  large.  Moreover,  the  pro- 
viders of  medical  care  have  traditionally  scaled  their  fees  some- 
what in  accordance  with  ability  to  pay.  It  was  not  feasible  or 
necessary  for  the  purpose  at  hand  to  try  to  measure  this.  How- 
ever, there  is  a  growing  tendency,  as  public  provisions  for  pay- 
ment have  expanded,  to  charge  full  costs  for  care  of  low-income 
patients.  Account  will  have  to  be  taken  of  this  tendency  when 
studying  the  relationship  between  medical  costs  for  the  aged  after 
July  1966  and  those  prevalent  before  health  insurance  for  the 
aged  was  in  effect  under  the  Social  Security  Act. 

The  Social  Security  Administration  adopted  for  use  in  the  1963 
survey  essentially  the  same  questions  on  medical  care  costs  that 
the  Health  Interview  Survey  had  tested  and  was  using  in  the  last 
half  of  1962  to  collect,  by  household  interview,  data  on  personal 
health  care  expenditures  covering  the  12  months  prior  to  the 
interview.  This  was  done  to  take  advantage  of  the  methodological 
research  of  the  Health  Interview  Survey  and  also  in  the  hope 
that  use  of  similar  questions  would  maximize  the  value  of  the 
data  from  the  two  sources  by  permitting  comparisons.^ 

The  essential  questions  in  both  surveys  related  to  ''bills  that  are 
paid,  or  are  to  be  paid  by  you,  your  health  insurance,  or  your 
relatives."  They  were  asked  separately  for  doctors'  care,  hos- 
pital care,  dental  care,  medicines,  and  other  medical  supplies  and 

1  Ida  C.  Merriam,  "Social  Welfare  Expenditures,  1965-66,"  Social  Security 
Bulletin,  December  1966,  table  5. 

2  See  the  section  on  health  services  and  medical  costs  in  appendix  A. 
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services.  The  Health  Interview  Survey  collected  this  informa- 
tion for  each  family  member  separately;  the  Social  Security  Ad- 
ministration collected  it  for  the  unit. 

It  did  not  seem  feasible  to  ask  respondents  to  estimate  the  value 
of  care  they  received  without  charge  or  the  amount  of  any  special 
discount;  it  was  assumed  that  such  estimates  would  be  unreliable 
if  provided.  At  the  same  time,  it  seemed  essential  to  approach  as 
closely  as  possible  a  measure  of  the  total  costs  or  value  of  the  care 
received.  It  was  concluded  that  the  average  amount  of  "bills 
paid  or  to  be  paid  ..."  only  by  those  who  received  no  free  care 
would  approximate  total  costs  incurred  more  closely  than  the  aver- 
age of  bills  paid  by  all  the  aged  who  reported  paying  any  bills. 
The  data  obtained  in  response  to  the  questions  as  to  how  much 
**all  bills  for  hospital  care,  doctors'  care,  etc.,  come  to"  are  pre- 
sented as  "medical  costs  incurred";  they  are  cross-classified  by 
hospitalization  status,  health  insurance  coverage,  income  group, 
and  age,  with  the  costs  of  those  receiving  any  free  care  omitted 
from  the  distributions. 

While  the  basic  data  on  utilization  of  medical  services,  health 
status,  and  insurance  coverage  relate  to  individuals,  information 
on  medical  costs  is  for  couples  and  nonmarried  persons.  It  was 
requested  in  this  manner  because  it  was  believed  that  physicians' 
and  drug  bills  could  be  reported  better  for  couples  than  for  each 
member  separately  and,  more  important,  because  of  interest  in 
the  relationship  of  medical  costs  to  income,  the  data  for  which 
had  been  collected  on  a  unit  basis.  Two  problems  arise  in  analyz- 
ing data  for  the  married:  (1)  to  relate  utilization  of  services  to 
income,  it  is  necessary  to  attribute  to  both  husband  and  wife  the 
income  classification  of  the  unit ;  this  results  in  certain  anomalies : 
some  of  the  widows  and  other  nonmarried  women  in  the  high 
third,  for  example,  were  in  financial  straits  similar  to  those  of 
some  couples  in  the  low  third;  on  the  other  hand,  some  nonmar- 
ried persons  with  very  low  income  lived  with  relatives  who  were 
economically  comfortable  and  paid  large  medical  bills  for  their 
elderly  relatives;  and  (2)  to  relate  costs  to  hospital  utilization  or 
to  health  insurance  coverage,  it  is  necessary  to  classify  couples 
by  whether  either,  both,  or  neither  member  was  hospitalized  and, 
likewise,  whether  either,  both,  or  neither  had  health  insurance. 

MEDICAL  COSTS  INCURRED 

The  mean  medical  care  cost  in  1962  was  $442  for  the  9  out  of 
10  aged  couples  who  assumed  responsibility  for  their  own  costs 
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without  help  from  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agen- 
cies. These  couples  paid  the  charges  and  fees  out  of  their  own 
resources,  which  included  insurance  benefits  and  help  of  relatives. 
Some  could  pay  for  their  care  only  because  doctors  or  hospitals 
adjusted  their  rates  in  the  light  of  the  patient's  limited  resources. 
Half  the  couples  had  costs  totaling  more  than  $240  during  the 
year,  and  half  had  costs  totaling  less  (table  10.1) .  Among  the  non- 
married,  8  in  10  paid  for  care  out  of  their  own  resources.  The 
mean  cost  was  about  $270;  the  median  for  men  was  $75,  and  for 
women,  $110. 

The  averages  are  higher  if  those  who  reported  no  costs  incurred, 
that  is,  no  services  received,  are  excluded  from  the  calculation. 
For  couples  the  differences  are  negligible,  because  all  but  3  per- 
cent reported  some  costs.  Among  the  nonmarried,  however,  a  con- 
siderable proportion,  16  percent  of  the  men  and  9  percent  of  the 
women,  who  said  they  did  not  receive  free  care  reported  no 
medical  costs  incurred.  If  it  were  possible  to  value  the  free  serv- 
ices received  by  many  of  the  aged,  the  cost  figures  would  probably 
be  still  higher,  particularly  for  the  nonmarried,  who  more  often 
had  to  turn  to  a  public  or  private  agency  for  assistance  in  meeting 
medical  care  costs. 

Averages  can  be  meaningful  for  many  purposes,  but  in  the  area 
of  personal  medical  costs,  where  the  incidence  of  very  heavy  ex- 
penditures is  uneven  and  there  is  no  way  of  knowing  on  whom  the 
obligation  will  fall  from  year  to  year,  the  range  is  highly  signifi- 
cant. This  is  particularly  the  case  among  the  aged,  a  high  propor- 
tion of  whom,  because  of  ill  health,  have  expenditures  for  medical 
care  that  are  in  the  upper  ranges.  Another  large  group  have  very 
small  expenditures,  not  always  because  they  are  in  good  health, 
but  sometimes  because  the  demands  on  their  limited  incomes  for 
the  basic  necessities  of  life  leave  little  money  for  medical  care. 

Of  the  aged  units  reporting  total  medical  costs  in  1962,  11  per- 
cent of  the  couples  and  7  percent  of  the  nonmarried  had  total 
medical  bills  of  more  than  $1,000.  At  the  other  extreme,  report- 
ing total  medical  costs  of  less  than  $100,  were  about  a  fourth  of 
the  couples  and  more  than  half  the  nonmarried,  including  those 
who  said  they  incurred  no  costs.  Many  of  the  latter  presumably 
were  in  good  health  and  required  little  or  no  medical  care;  others 
may  have  postponed  necessary  care  for  financial  or  other  reasons. 

There  are  diverse  reasons  why  the  proportion  of  nonmarried 
units  with  such  low  costs  was  so  much  higher  than  that  for  the 
married  couples.  Proportionately  more  of  the  nonmarried  are  at 
the  low  income  levels  and  may  have  been  billed  below  cost.  A 
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much  higher  percentage  of  nonmarried  persons  than  of  couples 
were  excluded  from  the  analysis  of  medical  costs  incurred  because 
they  received  some  free  care;  16  percent  compared  with  9  per- 
cent. Finally,  the  cost  for  two  persons,  even  if  both  receive  only 
minimal  care,  are  likely  to  total  more  than  the  bills  f6T  one. 

More  than  one-fourth  of  the  aggregate  medical  costs  incurred 
by  couples  and  some  two-fifths  of  the  costs  incurred  by  the  non- 
married  were  for  care  in  medical  institutions  (table  10.2).  Short- 
stay  general  and  special  hospitals  accounted  for  almost  the  entire 
amount  for  medical  institutions  in  the  case  of  the  married,  but 
for  only  about  half  in  the  case  of  aged  persons  without  a  spouse. 
The  nonmarried  are  considerably  older,  on  the  average,  and  often 
unable  to  manage  by  themselves.  Some,  especially  among  nonmar- 
ried men,  who  might  otherwise  be  able  to  remain  at  home,  do  not 
have  children  who  could  care  for  them.  The  large  proportion  of 
the  aggregate  costs  incurred  for  long-stay  institutional  care  is  in 
a  way  surprising  because  the  data  do  not  represent  persons  whose 
nursing  home  bills  were  met  by  public  assistance  agencies,  for 
example.  On  the  other  hand,  good  nursing  homes  are  very  expen- 
sive, and  high  rates  for  the  few  who  could  pay  their  way  raised 
the  total  substantially.  Moreover,  for  those  who  live  permanently 
in  nursing  homes,  the  cost  represents  lodging  and  board  as  well 
as  medical  care. 

Services  of  physicians  and  surgeons  accounted  for  about  one- 
third  of  incurred  costs  for  couples  and  roughly  one-fourth  for 
the  nonmarried.  Medicines  and  drugs  came  to  more  than  one-fifth 
of  incurred  costs  for  couples  and  nonmarried  women  and  almost 
as  much  for  nonmarried  men. 

Just  as  the  average  total  cost  figures  would  be  higher  if  those 
receiving  free  care  could  be  included,  so  the  proportion  of  the 
total  cost  accounted  for  by  care  in  hospitals,  nursing  homes,  and 
other  medical  facilities  would  be  larger,  because  persons  receiving 
such  care  are  the  most  likely  to  have  help  from  public  or  volun- 
tary agencies  and  so  be  excluded  from  this  analysis.  The  propor- 
tions for  other  services  and  medical  supplies  would  be  reduced 
correspondingly. 

The  larger  the  total  bill,  the  larger  the  proportion  accounted 
for  by  care  in  hospitals  and  other  medical  institutions.  The  off- 
setting drop  was  most  marked  for  medicines  and  drugs  for 
both  couples  and  the  nonmarried.  For  the  latter,  the  proportion 
of  the  total  accounted  for  by  physicians  also  dropped  consider- 
ably when  total  costs  exceeded  $750. 
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Impact  of  Hospital  Care 

Only  the  aged  who  received  care  in  short-stay  hospitals  are 
included  in  the  following  analysis.  Persons  who  received  care 
in  long-stay  hospitals  or  nursing  homes  are  not  included  because 
of  limitations  of  the  institutional  sample. 

Almost  half  the  aged  couples  and  more  than  one-third  of  the 
nonmarried  men  and  women  incurred  medical  costs  exceeding 
$1,000  in  1962  when  there  was  a  hospital  stay  involved.  Among 
those  not  hospitalized,  only  about  1  in  100  had  costs  of  this  mag- 
nitude for  the  year  (table  10.3).^  For  couples  with  one  or  both 
members  in  a  short-stay  hospital  any  time  during  the  year,  mean 
total  costs  were  about  $1,200,  and  for  nonmarried  persons  with 
at  least  one  stay,  costs  were  more  than  $1,000.  Half  the  couples 
incurred  bills  exceeding  $900,  and  half  the  nonmarried  men  and 
women  incurred  costs  of  more  than  $700. 

For  those  not  hospitalized,  comparative  medical  costs  were  much 
lower.  Among  married  couples,  average  costs  were  $233,  barely 
one-fifth  as  much  as  when  at  least  one  member  had  been  in  the 
hospital.  Medical  bills  averaged  about  $130  for  nonmarried  per- 
sons who  were  not  hospitalized,  only  one-eighth  as  much  as  the 
year's  bill  for  those  who  had  been  hospitalized  (chart  10.1). 
Excluding  couples  and  nonmarried  persons  who  reported  no  costs 
at  all  because  they  received  no  services,  the  mean  costs  of  those 
not  hospitalized  amounted  to  about  $240  and  $150,  respectively. 

That  hospital  care  was  more  likely  to  be  beyond  the  means  of 
aged  persons  than  other  medical  needs  is  illustrated  by  the  fact 
that  the  aged  persons  hospitalized  in  short-stay  facilities  were 


Chart  10.1— Mean  medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over,  by 
hospital  utilization,  1962 


Married  couples: 
Neither  in  hospital 


]$233 


One  or  both  in  hospital 


$1,220 


Hospital  Costs 


Other 


Nonmarried  persons: 
Not  in  hospital 


□  $131 


In  hospital 


]$1,038 


3  See  also  table  4.18,  which  shows  the  effect  of  a  hospital  stay  on  assets. 
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about  three  times  as  likely  to  turn  for  some  or  all  of  their  care 
to  government  sources  or  voluntary  agencies  as  those  who  did  not 
go  to  a  hospital  or  nursing  home  during  the  year.  Units  who  were 
not  in  any  medical  facility  in  1962  and  units  who  were  in  a  short- 
stay  hospital  are  compared  in  the  following  tabulation  as  to  the 
percent  receiving  free  care: 


In  Not  in  any 

short-stay  medical 

hospital  facility 

Married  couples                               17  6 

Nonmarried  men                               38  10 

Nonmarried  women                           28  9 


Hospital  charges  accounted  for  about  half  the  aggregate  medical 
costs  incurred  by  the  aged  who  were  hospitalized  at  some  time 
in  1962  and  who  received  no  free  care ;  charges  by  physicians  and 
surgeons  accounted  for  roughly  30  percent,  and  medicines  and 
drugs,  about  10  percent.  For  those  in  neither  a  short-stay  hospital 
nor  any  type  of  long-stay  medical  facility,  medicines  and  drugs 
accounted  for  a  somewhat  larger  proportion  of  total  costs  than  did 
physicians.  Dental  and  other  care  was  proportionately  more  sub- 
stantial than  for  the  hospitalized  group,  although  the  amounts 
spent  by  those  who  incurred  such  costs  were  not  significantly 
different.  The  percentage  distributions  are  as  follows: 


Married  Nonmarried  Nonmarried 

couples  men  women  

In  Not  in  In  Not  in  In  Not  in 

hospital  hospital  hospital  hospital  hospital  hospital 

Mean  cost              $1,220  $241  $1,084  $125  $1,022  $158 

Total  percent               100  100  100  100  100  100 

All  medical  institutions . .      48  —  53  —  54  — 

Short-stay  hospitals .  .      48  —  47  —  53  — 

Other                             —  —  6  —  1  — 

Physicians  and  surgeons .      32  36  24  35  30  33 

Medicines  and  drugs. .. .      12  38  9  41  11  40 

Dentists                              3  12  1  11  2  8 

Other                                 5  13  13  12  4  18 


About  9  in  10  of  those  who  assumed  financial  responsibility  for 
their  medical  care  incurred  some  costs  for  medicines  and  drugs. 
The  costs  were  somewhat  larger  per  capita  for  the  nonmarried 
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than  for  the  married,  and  larger,  for  each  type  of  unit,  for  those 
hospitalized  than  for  the  others.  The  mean  amounts  for  those 
reporting  that  they  incurred  costs  for  medicines  and  drugs  are 
as  follows: 

In  Not  in 

hospital  hospital 


Married  couples   $150  $98 

Nonmarried  men   107  57 

Nonmarried  women   121  69 

Effect  of  Health  Insurance  Ownership 

Slightly  more  than  half  of  all  persons  aged  65  and  over  had 
health  insurance  at  the  end  of  1962  to  meet  some  part  of  their 
medical  care  costs.^  The  proportion  was  higher  for  couples  than 
for  the  nonmarried  because  those  still  married  are  younger,  on 
the  average,  and  more  likely  to  be  employed.  Sixty-four  percent 
of  the  couples  had  a  health  insurance  policy  of  some  type,  cover- 
ing one  or  both  members,  compared  with  49  percent  of  the  non- 
married  women  and  37  percent  of  the  nonmarried  men. 

Units  aged  65  and  over  with  health  insurance  had  somewhat 
higher  medical  costs  for  the  year  than  did  those  without  insurance 
(table  10.4) .  Those  without  insurance  were  more  than  four  times 
as  likely  as  those  with  insurance  to  rely  on  public  assistance  or 
other  agency  help  for  some  or  all  of  their  care,  as  shown  below : 

Percentage  receiving 
some  care 
without  charge 


Units  with    Units  with 
health        no  health 
insurance  insurance 


Married  couples   4  18 

Nonmarried  men   5  26 

Nonmarried  women   5  23 

The  median  medical  cost  for  couples  with  health  insurance  and 
no  free  care  was  $270,  and  for  those  without  insurance  it  was 
$185.  For  the  nonmarried  the  median  was  about  $120  for  the 
insured,  compared  with  about  $80  for  those  without  insurance. 
The  differences  are  reduced  somewhat  when  those  who  reported 
no  costs  at  all  are  excluded  in  calculating  the  averages.  Units 
without  health  insurance  were  more  likely  than  those  with  a  policy 
to  report  no  medical  costs,  even  though  costs  incurred  are  defined 
to  exclude  health  insurance  premium  payments.  The  difference 


Full  analysis  of  the  data  collected  in  the  1963  survey  on  means  of  meet- 
ing costs  must  wait  on  certain  retabulations,  and  will  be  published  later. 
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probably  reflects  to  some  extent  the  lower  economic  status  of  those 
with  no  health  insurance. 

Since  most  health  insurance  policies  provide  some  in-hospital 
protection,  the  insured  obviously  were  in  a  better  position  to 
finance  the  high  costs  associated  with  hospitalization  than  those 
without  insurance.  Costs  of  more  than  $1,000  in  1962  were  re- 
ported by  13  percent  of  the  insured  couples  and  by  8  percent  of 
the  uninsured.  For  the  nonmarried  the  proportion  was  about  the 
same  for  the  two  groups — roughly  6  percent. 

Correlation  with  Income 

Medical  costs  incurred  appear  to  be  directly  correlated  with  the 
income  of  aged  couples  and  the  nonmarried  aged.  When  each 
group  is  classified  into  income  thirds,  there  is  a  moderate  in- 
crease in  costs  with  rising  income  (table  10.5).  Mean  costs  and 
incomes  varied  as  follov^s  between  units  in  the  high  and  low  in- 
come thirds : 

Low  income  third  High  income  third 

Mean          Mean          Mean  Mean 
cost  income  cost  income  

Married  couples   $330  $1,521  $521  $7,621 

Nonmarried  men   165  660  259  3,618 

Nonmarried  women   259  417  318  2,745 

The  income  figures  above  are  based  on  a  larger  number  than  the 
corresponding  cost  figures,  since  the  former  include  all  those 
reporting  on  income  and  the  latter  are  limited  to  those  reporting 
on  income  who  also  reported  on  costs  and  received  no  free  care. 
Nevertheless,  it  is  clear  that  the  lower  the  income,  the  greater 
the  burden  of  medical  costs. 

Also,  the  lower  the  income,  the  larger  the  percent  of  aged  units 
who  received  care  from  a  government  or  voluntary  agency,  as 
shown  by  the  following  tabulation : 

Low       Middle  High 
income     income  income 
third        third  third 

Married  couples   18  7  4 

Nonmarried  men   27  20  9 

Nonmarried  women   17  18  10 

There  were  no  significant  differences  by  income  in  utilization 
of  hospital  facilities  or  physicians'  services,  as  shown  in  the  pre- 
ceding chapter.  The  differences  in  costs  by  income  that  appear 
in  the  data  result  from  a  combination  of  three  factors :  first,  there 
is  the  statistical  artifact  that  the  level  of  incurred  costs  is  affected 
most  for  the  low  income  third  and  least  for  the  top  third  by 
omission  of  the  value  of  care  provided  by  public  or  voluntary 
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agencies;  second,  to  the  extent  that  hospital  and  physician  bills 
may  be  rendered  at  reduced  rates  to  take  account  of  a  patient's 
limited  resources  in  relation  to  the  size  of  his  bill,  there  would 
be  a  direct  correlation  between  income  and  costs  incurred ;  finally, 
there  is  the  fact  that  total  costs  incurred  tend  to  be  higher  for 
those  with  health  insurance  than  for  those  without  such  protection, 
and  insurance  coverage  is  closely  correlated  with  income  level. 

Relationship  to  Age  and  Beneficiary  Status 

Among  those  aged  65  and  over  who  assumed  responsibility  for 
their  medical  costs,  beneficiaries  tended  to  have  higher  costs  than 
nonbeneficiaries,  but  the  differences  were  not  large  and  not  en- 
tirely consistent  (table  10.1).  Much  more  striking  is  the  greater 
tendency  of  nonbeneficiaries  to  turn  to  public  or  private  agencies 
for  help  in  meeting  their  medical  care  costs.  Following  are  the 
proportions  receiving  some  care  without  charge: 

Percent 


Non- 

Beneficiaries  beneficiaries 

Married  couples   8  13 

Nonmarried  men   14  25 

Nonmarried  women   11  20 

With  utilization  varying  directly  with  age,  one  might  expect 
costs  to  vary  accordingly.  There  is  no  consistent  relationship, 
however,  between  costs  incurred  and  age  (table  10.6).  This  sug- 
gests that  reduced  ability  to  pay  and  poorer  health  insurance 
coverage  are  enough  to  offset  the  greater  use  of  services  by  those 
aged  73  and  over.  Receipt  of  free  care  does  increase  significantly 
with  age. 

In  general,  these  findings  hold  true  for  both  beneficiaries  and 
nonbeneficiaries.  When  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  in  the 
same  age  group  are  compared  there  is  again  no  consistent  pattern 
except  that  the  number  of  severely  disabled  among  beneficiary 
couples  and  nonmarried  men  aged  62  to  64  is  reflected  in  rela- 
tively high  costs.  This  is  illustrated  by  comparing  the  mean  costs 
of  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries,  including  those  who  reported 
no  services,  as  follows: 

Married               Nonmarried  Nonmarried 
couples  men  women  

Non-  Non-  Non- 

Benefi-  benefi-  Benefi-  benefi-  Benefi-  benefi- 
ciaries     ciaries      claries      claries      claries  claries 


Mean  cost: 

Aged  62-64   $572  $403  $287  $206  $236  $240 

Aged  65- 72   417  425  255  292  234  226 

Aged  73  and  over....  495  374  239  293  319  332 
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At  age  73  and  over,  nonbeneficiaries,  because  of  their  very  lim- 
ited resources,  were  roughly  twice  as  likely  as  beneficiaries  to  turn 
to  public  agencies  for  help  with  their  medical  bills. 

SHORT-STAY-HOSPITAL  COSTS 

The  effect  of  a  hospital  stay  on  total  medical  costs  cannot  be 
overemphasized.  Of  the  280,000  aged  couples  who  incurred  medi- 
cal costs  of  $1,500  or  more  in  1962,  95  percent  had  at  least  one 
hospital  episode  that  year.  Of  the  282,000  nonmarried  men  and 
women  with  costs  of  this  size,  93  percent  received  care  in  a  medi- 
cal facility,  just  over  half  of  them  in  a  short-stay  hospital,  the 
others  in  a  nursing  home  or  long-stay  hospital.  At  the  other 
extreme,  of  the  2.7  million  couples  and  the  4.8  million  other  per- 
sons aged  65  and  over  whose  medical  costs  ranged  from  $1  to 
$300,  only  2  to  3  percent  received  care  in  a  hospital  or  other 
medical  facility. 

Of  those  who  received  care  in  a  short-stay  hospital,  couples 
averaged  almost  $600  for  such  care,  and  the  nonmarried,  almost 
$540  (table  10.7).  These  amounts  represent  only  the  hos- 
pital charges  and  do  not  include  physicians*  and  surgeons'  fees, 
prescription  drugs  and  other  medicines,  or  other  costs  such  as 
special  nurses,  therapy,  and  equipment.  Inclusion  of  such  charges 
would  about  double  the  figures,  bringing  the  mean  total  medical 
costs  to  approximately  $1,200  for  couples  and  more  than  $1,000 
for  nonmarried  persons. 

The  bills  for  hospital  care  alone  for  the  nonmarried  came  to  four 
times  the  average  of  all  medical  bills  during  the  year  for  those 
not  hospitalized.  For  couples,  the  average  hospital  bill  was  more 
than  twice  the  total  cost  of  all  care  paid  for  by  the  average  couple 
when  neither  member  had  been  in  a  hospital. 

More  than  250,000  aged  units  incurred  hospital  costs  in  excess 
of  $1,000  that  they  met  out  of  their  own  resources  (including 
any  health  insurance  or  help  from  relatives),  but  obviously  a 
considerable  number  could  not  meet  the  cost  of  the  hospital  care 
they  required.  About  a  fourth  of  the  aged  units  who  had  at  least 
one  short-stay-hospital  episode  in  1962  turned  to  public  assistance 
or  other  agency  help  in  meeting  the  costs  of  needed  care. 

Health  Insurance  and  Free  Care 

Of  the  units  who  were  in  a  short-stay  hospital  at  any  time  in 
1962,  68  percent  of  the  couples  and  about  55  percent  of  the  non- 
married  said  they  had  some  kind  of  health  insurance.  Relatively 
few  of  the  insured — 7  percent  of  the  couples  and  9  percent  of  the 
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Chart  10.2— Percent  of  units  aged  65  and  over  receiving  free  hospital  care, 
by  health  insurance  status,  1962 


Married  couples: 

With  health  insurance 

No  health  insurance 


□  7% 


Nonmarried  persons: 

With  health  insurance 

No  health  insurance 


9% 


^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 


55% 


nonmarried — had  to  resort  to  a  public  or  private  agency  to  obtain 
care  without  charge.  These  small  proportions  undoubtedly  reflect 
the  relatively  more  favorable  economic  status  of  those  with  health 
insurance,  as  well  as  the  contribution  of  health  insurance  in  pay- 
ing the  bill,  although  many  policies  left  a  substantial  proportion 
of  the  hospital  bill  unpaid  in  1962.  This  will  be  discussed  more 
fully  in  the  next  chapter. 

For  aged  units  without  any  kind  of  insurance  protection  who 
went  to  a  hospital  during  the  year,  a  third  of  the  couples  and 
more  than  half  the  nonmarried  reported  that  some  or  all  of  their 
hospital  care  was  provided  through  public  assistance  or  other 
agency  help  (chart  10.2). 

Average  hospital  costs  for  couples  with  some  kind  of  insurance 
and  no  free  care  exceeded  $600  (table  10.8).  For  uninsured 
couples  they  amounted  to  $520.  Hospital  costs  above  $2,000  were 
reported  by  about  5  percent  of  both  insured  couples  and  those 
without  insurance. 

Relationship  to  Income  and  Age 

Costs  incurred  for  short-stay-hospital  episodes  by  those  aged  65 
and  over  who  assumed  responsibility  for  their  own  bills  show  no 
consistent  relationship  to  size  of  income  or  age  (tables  10.9  and 
10.10) .  With  hospital  utilization  not  related  to  income,  it  would  be 
expected  that  costs  would  not  be  related,  except  to  the  extent  that 
hospital  charges  were  adjusted  to  ability  to  pay.  Apparently  this 
was  not  the  case.  The  proportion  of  units  receiving  hospital  care 
without  charge  varied  sharply,  however,  in  inverse  relationship 
to  income.  The  differences  are  particularly  marked  for  couples. 
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dropping  from  29  percent  for  the  low  income  third  to  3  percent  for 
the  top  third. 

OUT-OF-POCKET  EXPENSES 

Out-of-pocket  expenses  comprise  direct  payments  by  the  unit 
for  medical  services  and  supplies  plus  the  unit's  outlays  for  health 
insurance  premiums.  In  the  aggregate,  out-of-pocket  expenses 
necessarily  exceed  private  expenditures  for  medical  care  by  the 
net  costs  of  health  insurance  or  the  expenses  for  prepayment.^ 
This  does  not  obtain,  however,  for  any  given  population  subgroup 
in  a  given  year. 

When  insurance  premium  payments  are  added  to  direct  pay- 
ments for  medical  services  and  supplies,  the  amounts  averaged 
close  to  $400  for  couples  and  $250  for  nonmarried  persons  who 
had  some  out-of-pocket  expenses  for  medical  care  in  1962  (table 
10.11).  These  figures  are  exclusive  of  any  charges  met  by  a 
health  insurance  policy,  and  they  take  no  account  of  whether  any 
care  was  provided  without  charge. 

A  not  inconsiderable  number  of  people  who  obtained  medical 
care  through  a  public  or  voluntary  agency  apparently  made  no 
direct  outlays  at  all,  or  spent  very  small  amounts.  Thus,  more 
than  one-fifth  of  the  nonmarried  persons  aged  65  and  over  re- 
ported no  out-of-pocket  expenses  for  medical  care  and  close  to 
one-third  spent  something,  but  less  than  $100. 

Although  the  averages  are  somewhat  lower  if  they  are  calculated 
to  include  units  reporting  that  they  had  no  out-of-pocket  expenses 
in  1962,  the  difference  for  couples  was  not  large  because  all  but  4 
percent  made  an  outlay  for  medical  care  in  1962.  For  the  non- 
married,  however,  mean  out-of-pocket  expenses  were  about  $200, 
or  one-fifth  lower,  when  calculated  on  the  basis  of  all  units  report- 
ing on  the  item. 

In  contrast  to  the  data  on  medical  costs  incurred,  which  indi- 
cate (probably  understate)  the  cost  of  the  care  received  regard- 
less of  who  paid  the  bills,  the  data  on  out-of-pocket  expenses 
measure  what  the  aged  themselves  actually  spent  in  1962  and 
can  be  directly  related  to  their  income  (table  10.15).  Conse- 
quently, out-of-pocket  expenses  are  a  more  appropriate  measure 

5  In  the  aggregate,  for  the  total  population,  expenses  for  prepayment  were 
equivalent  to  4.5  percent  of  private  expenditures  for  personal  health  care  in 
fiscal  year  1965  (Merriam,  loc.  cit.) . 
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than  total  costs  incurred  for  comparison  with  family  expenditures 
on  other  goods  and  services  and  for  analysis  of  differences  among 
population  subgroups  in  the  relative  share  of  income  taken  by 
medical  care.  They  show  that  about  13  percent  of  the  couples  and  \ 
nonmarried  men  and  20  percent  of  the  nonmarried  women  spent  | 
a  fourth  or  more  of  their  income  on  medical  care.  Only  about  one-  I 
third  of  the  couples  and  nonmarried  women  and  half  the  nonmar-  | 
ried  men  held  their  medical  expenses  under  5  percent,  which  is 
roughly  the  national  average. 

Effect  of  Hospitalization 

Those  who  were  hospitalized  spent  more  than  others  for  medical 
care,  but  the  differences  between  the  two  groups  were  much 
smaller  in  the  case  of  out-of-pocket  expenses  than  of  incurred 
costs.  While  all  who  were  in  a  hospital  incurred  some  costs,  3 
percent  of  the  couples  and  one-sixth  of  the  nonmarried  aged  with 
one  or  more  short-stay-hospital  episodes  reported  no  out-of-pocket 
expenses  for  medical  care  in  1962.  Those  without  expenses  repre- 
sented 5  percent  of  the  couples  and  about  20  percent  of  the  non- 
married  who  were  not  hospitalized  (table  10.12). 

Including  this  large  group  with  no  expense  at  all,  out-of-pocket 
expenses  for  medical  care  took  less  than  5  percent  of  income  for 
close  to  40  percent  of  the  couples  and  the  nonmarried  women  and 
more  than  half  the  nonmarried  men  who  were  not  in  any  medical 
facility  (table  10.16).  Among  those  who  received  care  in  a  short- 
stay  hospital,  the  proportions  with  outlays  amounting  to  less  than 
5  percent  of  income  were  only  about  half  as  large;  the  relative 
numbers  receiving  short-stay-hospital  care  whose  medical  outlays 
absorbed  more  than  25  percent  of  their  income  were  3  to  4  times 
as  large  as  for  those  who  received  no  hospital  care,  as  illustrated 
by  the  following  percentages : 

In  Not  in 

hospital  hospital 

Out-of-pocket  expenses  as  25  percent 
or  more  of  income  for — 

Married  couples   30  8 

Nonmarried  men   34  9 

Nonmarried  women   47  15 

Comparison  with  Costs  Incurred 

When  the  two  sets  of  data  from  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  are 
compared,  average  out-of-pocket  expenses  for  those  reporting  ex- 
pense tend  to  be  somewhat  lower  than  costs  incurred  (for  those 
with  costs)  as  measured  by  the  mean,  but  higher  as  measured 
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by  the  median.^  This  is  illustrated  by  the  following  figures  for 
units  aged  65  and  over : 

Married  Nonmarried  Nonmarried 
couples  men  women 


Costs  incurred   $250  $95  $130 

Out-of-pocket  expenses   280  120  150 

Mean: 

Costs  incurred   454  308  309 

Out-of-pocket  expenses   393  252  255 

Because  very  high  medical  costs  tend  to  be  associated  with 
hospitalization  and  any  health  insurance  is  likely  to  cover  some 
hospital  costs,  it  would  be  expected  that  incurred  costs  would  be 
substantially  larger  on  the  average  than  out-of-pocket  expenses 
for  those  hospitalized.  This  is  the  case,  as  illustrated  by  the  fol- 
lowing figures : 

Married  couples  Nonmarried  women 

In  Not  in  In  Not  in 

hospital        hospital        hospital  hospital 

Costs  incurred   $940  $180  $705  $100 

Out-of-pocket  expenses   530  240  345  130 

Mean: 

Costs  incurred   1,220  241  1,022  158 

Out-of-pocket  expenses   718  287  548  176 

Furthermore,  out-of-pocket  expenses  consistently  exceeded  in- 
curred costs  for  those  with  no  hospital  episode  in  1962,  in  part  at 
least  because  of  the  net  cost  of  hospital  insurance. 

On  the  assumption  that  the  group  receiving  some  free  care  is 
likely  to  incur  costs  above  the  average  for  those  who  assumed  full 
responsibility  for  their  own  bills  (out  of  their  own  resources  or 
with  help  from  relatives),  the  true  differences  between  out-of- 
pocket  expenses  and  incurred  costs  should  be  even  larger  than 
shown  above  when  the  costs  exceed  out-of-pocket  expenses  and 
smaller  when  the  reverse  is  true. 

Since  the  purpose  of  health  insurance  is  to  even  out  costs  over 
time,  it  would  be  interesting  to  measure  its  success  by  comparing 
the  two  sets  of  measures  for  the  hospitalized  and  the  nonhospital- 
ized  cross-classified  by  health  insurance  coverage.  Unfortunately, 
although  costs  incurred  were  so  cross-classified,  out-of-pocket  ex- 
penses were  not. 

6  Much  of  the  discussion  of  average  costs  incurred  focuses  on  averages 
calculated  on  a  base  that  includes  units  reporting  that  they  received  no  serv- 
ices. Averages  calculated  exclusive  of  this  group  are  used  here  because  they 
seem  more  appropriate  for  comparison  with  average  expenses  out-of-pocket. 
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Relationship  to  Insurance  Ownership  and  Income 

Characteristically,  aged  persons  with  health  insurance  had  some 
out-of-pocket  expense — all  but  2  percent,  6  percent,  and  8  percent, 
respectively,  of  the  couples  and  the  nonmarried  men  and  women 
(table  10.13).  At  least  there  is  usually  a  premium,  or  part  of  a 
premium,  to  pay.  Also,  those  with  insurance  are  likely  to  buy 
some  services  or  medical  supplies  because  they  tend  to  be  better 
off  than  those  without  such  protection.  Differences  in  the  propor- 
tion of  income  spent  on  medical  care  by  those  with  and  without 
insurance  would  therefore  be  somewhat  smaller  than  might  appear 
from  the  dollar  differences  in  out-of-pocket  expenses. 

As  medical  costs  increased  with  relative  income  position,  so  did 
out-of-pocket  expenses  for  medical  care  (table  10.14),  but  the 
increase  was  not  proportional  (table  10.17).  For  roughly  one- 
fourth  of  the  units  in  the  low  income  third,  out-of-pocket  expenses 
took  at  least  25  percent  of  current  income.  They  took  an  equally 
large  slice  of  income  from  some  in  the  top  third,  but  the  propor- 
tions, ranging  from  4  percent  for  couples  to  9  percent  for  non- 
married  women,  with  such  burdensome  expenses  were  very  much 
smaller. 
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HEALTH  INSURANCE 
COVERAGE  AND  PREMIUMS 

Beginning  July  1,  1966,  substantially  all  persons  aged  65  and 
over  are  being  protected  under  the  OASDHI  program  against 
most  hospital  costs,  and  those  who  so  elect  may  buy,  for  a  monthly 
premium  of  three  dollars,  insurance  against  costs  of  physician 
care.  It  is  nonetheless  important  to  review  the  extent  of  voluntary 
health  insurance  coverage  and  to  understand  its  effect  on  the 
utilization  of  health  facilities  and  the  costs  of  medical  care  in  the 
period  preceding  the  start  of  the  health  insurance  benefits  pro- 
gram. 

Because  of  the  high  element  of  risk  in  medical  care,  health 
insurance  coverage  is  especially  important.  Also,  data  on  utiliza- 
tion and  costs,  particularly  the  latter,  are  more  meaningful  when 
classified  by  health  insurance  ownership.  Considerable  attention 
was  therefore  directed  in  the  1963  survey  to  the  collection  of  data 
on  the  extent  of  health  insurance  coverage,  the  role  of  insurance 
in  meeting  costs,  and  the  cost  of  the  premiums.  This  chapter 
presents  the  data  on  extent  of  coverage  and  associated  factors  and, 
more  briefly,  the  data  on  premium  payments  and  the  proportion 
of  the  hospital  bill  met  by  insurance.  The  latter  sets  of  data  are 
indicators  of  the  quality  of  coverage. 

Health  insurance  was  defined  in  the  1963  survey  as  any  plan 
specifically  designed  to  pay  all  or  part  of  the  hospital  or  medical 
expenses  of  the  insured  individual.  For  the  purpose  of  the  survey, 
health  insurance  excludes  the  following:  (1)  plans  limited  to 
''dread  diseases"  only,  such  as  polio  or  cancer;  (2)  insurance 
covering  bills  for  accidents  only;  (3)  insurance  that  pays  only  on 
the  basis  of  the  number  of  days  that  a  person  is  sick;  and  (4) 
care  given  to  dependents  of  military  personnel,  public  welfare 
care,  and  care  given  to  children  under  the  program  of  services  for 
crippled  children  or  other  public  programs. 

Respondents  were  asked  for  additional  information  relating  to 
the  specific  services  covered  by  their  policies.  Because  of  the  vari- 
ations in  the  services  covered,  it  was  necessary  to  restrict  the 
classification  of  insurance  to  a  few  broad  types :  any  health  insur- 
ance, hospital  insurance,  and  surgical  insurance.  Since  the  re- 
spondents with  any  form  of  health  insurance  usually  had  some 
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form  of  hospital  coverage,  the  two  measures  are  almost  identical. 

Thus,  52  percent  of  the  aged  reported  having  some  form  of  health  i 

insurance  and  51  percent  reported  hospital  insurance  coverage.  1 

Some  aged  persons  had  as  their  only  policy  one  that  paid  all  or  i 
part  of  the  doctor  bills  for  nonsurgical  care ;  such  policies  account 

for  the  slight  difference  reported  between  health  insurance  and  ] 

hospital  insurance  coverage.  , 

The  following  discussion  on  health  insurance  coverage  relates  i 
in  general  to  persons  with  any  health  insurance,  although  the  ] 
tables  also  report  separately  on  coverage  for  hospital  insurance.  ' 
Also  reported  are  persons  with  surgical  insurance,  which  pays  all 
or  part  of  the  bill  of  the  doctor  or  surgeon  for  an  operation.  Insur- 
ance that  pays  the  cost  of  a  visit  to  the  surgeon's  office  for  care  j 
after  an  operation  is  counted  as  surgical  insurance.  | 

Some  aged  persons  carried  major  medical  insurance,  which  ^ 
meets  a  set  percentage  of  the  cost  of  most  types  of  medical  care 

both  in  and  out  of  the  hospital  after  the  insured  person  pays  an  j 

initial,  agreed-upon  amount  of  his  medical  expenses.  The  survey  ' 
questionnaire  did  not  specifically  request  data  on  major  medical 

insurance  coverage;  an  aged  person  with  this  type  of  coverage  | 

was  reported  as  having  hospital  and  surgical  insurance.  f 

Data  on  health  insurance  coverage  are  presented  both  for  per-  I 
sons  (individuals)  and  for  units.  Premiums  and  other  financial  ' 
data  are  analyzed  on  a  unit  basis. 

EXTENT  OF  COVERAGE 

About  9  million  persons  aged  65  and  over  had  some  form  of 
health  insurance  during  1962.  These  persons  constituted  52  per- 
cent of  the  17,3  million  aged  who  reported  their  status  with 
respect  to  health  insurance.  The  remaining  8.3  million  persons  I 
had  no  insurance  for  protection  against  the  costs  of  hospitalization, 
surgery,  or  other  medical  care.  Almost  200,000,  most  of  whom 
were  in  institutions,  did  not  report  their  health  insurance  status. 
Since  less  than  10  percent  of  those  in  institutions  who  did  report 
on  insurance  status  were  covered,  it  is  reasonable  to  add  most  of 
the  200,000  to  the  number  without  insurance,  bringing  the  total 
of  persons  without  some  form  of  health  insurance  to  approxi- 
mately 8.5  million. 

Slightly  more  than  half  the  aged  persons  (51  percent)  had 
insurance  providing  hospital  care  benefits,  and  more  than  two- 
fifths  (43  percent)  had  surgical  insurance  (table  11.1).  The  ex- 
tent of  coverage  for  each  type  of  insurance  was  substantially  the 
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same  for  men  and  women  aged  65  and  over,  as  shown  by  the  fol- 
lowing figures  on  the  percentage  with  health  insurance : 


Men  Women 

Any  health  insurance   52  52 

Hospital  insurance   51  52 

Surgical  insurance    43  42 


Factors  Associated  with  Insurance  Ownership 

Aged  persons  least  likely  to  have  health  insurance  were  those  in 
poor  health,  those  not  employed,  those  with  low  incomes,  and  the 
very  old.  Of  the  aged  who  evaluated  their  health  condition  as  good, 
3  out  of  5  had  health  insurance,  compared  with  slightly  more  than 
1  out  of  3  in  poor  health  (table  11.4  and  chart  11.1). 

Health  insurance  coverage  is  strongly  associated  with  employ- 
ment. At  the  end  of  1962,  43.2  million  employees  and  67.5  million 
dependents  had  hospital  insurance  coverage  under  collectively  bar- 
gained employee-benefit  plans.^  Of  the  2.8  million  aged  persons 
with  full-time  or  part-time  employment  at  the  time  of  the  inter- 
view, slightly  more  than  two-thirds  had  health  insurance  coverage, 
compared  with  less  than  half  of  the  14.5  million  aged  persons  not 
employed  and  reporting  on  health  insurance  (table  11.2  and  chart 
11.2). 

Chart  11.1— Health  insurance  coverage  of  persons  aged  65  and  over,  by 

health  status,  1962 


Persons  in  good  health  Persons  in  fair  health 


With  health  insurance  Without  health  insurance 


1  Joseph  Krislov,  "Employee-Benefit  Plans,  1954-62,"  Social  Security  Bul- 
letin, April  1964. 
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Chart  11.2— Health  insurance  coverage  of  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries 
aged  65  and  over,  by  employment  status,  1962 


Percent  with  Insurance 
80 


Emp  loy  ed 

Benefi  claries 


Not 
employed 


Employed  Not 

employed 

Nonbeneficiaries 


One  important  reason  for  the  relationship  between  employment 
and  insurance  coverage  is  that  health  insurance  was  available  on 
a  group-rate  basis  to  many  of  the  full-time  employees,  the  em- 
ployer often  sharing  the  cost  of  the  premium.  Another  reason  for 
the  association  of  employment  and  insurance  coverage  is  the 
higher  income  of  those  with  employment. 

Coverage  is  even  more  closely  related  to  income  than  to  employ- 
ment (table  11.5).  The  relative  numbers  with  health  insurance  in 
the  low,  middle,  and  high  income  groups  are  as  follows: 


Percent 


Low  Middle  High 

income  income  income 

group  group  group 

Married  couples                                   42  66 

Nonmarried  men                                  16  31 

Nonmarried  women                              31  43 


81 
64 
66 


Thus,  it  is  not  surprising  that  among  units  without  health  insur- 
ance the  reason  most  often  given  was  that  they  ''could  not  afford" 
it  (table  11.12).  Among  those  who  had  at  one  time  been  insured, 
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the  reason  given  next  most  frequently  was  that  they  ''had  no 
chance  to  continue  their  policy  after  retirement." 

The  proportion  of  persons  with  insurance  coverage  declined 
with  age  as  follows : 

Aged  62-64   68  percent 

Aged  65-72   59  percent 

Aged  73  and  over   44  percent 

The  same  pattern  of  declining  coverage  with  advancing  age  pre- 
vailed for  hospital  and  surgical  insurance.  Differences  between 
men  and  women  were  negligible  within  these  age  groups,  as  well 
as  in  the  combined  group  aged  65  and  over  (table  11.3). 

Beneficiaries  and  Nonbeneficiaries  Compared 

As  a  group,  aged  persons  receiving  OASDHI  benefits  were 
better  off  in  terms  of  health  insurance  coverage  than  nonbene- 
ficiaries (table  11.1).  This  is  largely  because  of  differences  be- 
tween the  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  in  age  and  sex  dis- 
tribution, income,  and  employment.  The  following  percentages  are 
a  reminder  that  the  proportion  of  very  old  persons  in  the  65-and- 
over  age  group  was  greater  among  nonbeneficiaries  than  bene- 
ficiaries, particularly  the  women : 

Beneficiaries     N  onbenefi  ciaries 

Total   100  100 

Aged  65-72   57  48 

Aged  73  and  over   43  52 

Men   47  39 

Aged  65-72   25  24 

Aged  73  and  over   21  15 

Women   53  61 

Aged  65-72   32  25 

Aged  73  and  over   22  37 

The  nonbeneficiaries  were  an  especially  diverse  group;  they  in- 
cluded younger  persons  with  full-time  employment  throughout 
the  year  as  well  as  a  relatively  large  proportion  of  the  very  old 
who  were  dependent  on  relatives  or  public  assistance  or  receiving 
care  in  a  public  institution.  It  seems  likely  that  these  older  persons 
with  low  incomes  found  the  cost  of  insurance  beyond  their  means. 
Even  when  employed,  many  of  them  probably  had  not  had  insur- 
ance coverage  available  to  them  through  their  jobs  and  they  could 
not  later  afford  to  purchase  nongroup  policies. 

Women  beneficiaries  had  somewhat  better  insurance  coverage 
than  men  beneficiaries.  The  pattern  was  reversed,  however,  for 
nonbeneficiaries,  among  whom  men  had  considerably  better  cover- 
age. Again,  these  differences  reflect  the  disparity  in  age,  income, 
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and  employment  status.  Among  nonbeneficiaries  aged  65  and 
over,  3  out  of  5  men  were  aged  65  to  72,  but  only  2  out  of  5  women 
were  in  this  younger  age  bracket.  Younger  nonbeneficiary  men 
were  more  likely  to  be  employed  and  have  higher  incomes,  and 
they  could  probably  avail  themselves  of  health  insurance  coverage 
on  a  group  basis  through  their  place  of  employment.  The  xery 
limited  coverage  of  older  nonbeneficiary  men,  however,  pulls  down 
the  overall  average,  so  that  the  average  male  beneficiary  aged  65 
or  over  had  better  insurance  coverage  than  the  male  nonbeneficiary 
in  that  age  group. 

Among  those  aged  65  to  72,  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries 
had  about  the  same  degree  of  coverage  (table  11.3).  In  the  group 
aged  73  and  over,  however,  51  percent  of  the  beneficiaries  but 
only  29  percent  of  the  nonbeneficiaries  had  such  coverage.  Per- 
sons aged  62  to  64  present  a  different  picture.  Nonbeneficiaries 
in  this  age  group  were  much  more  likely  than  beneficiaries  to  have 
insurance  coverage  (74  percent  compared  with  57  percent),  a  re- 
flection of  the  widespread  employment  of  nonbeneficiaries.  For 
men  the  disparity  is  even  greater.  Among  beneficiaries,  men  aged 
62  to  64  were  not  as  likely  to  have  insurance  coverage  as  were 
men  aged  65  to  72.  More  than  1  out  of  4  men  aged  62  to  64  who 
were  beneficiaries  in  1962  were  receiving  benefits  because  of  dis- 
ability. The  extension  of  retirement  benefits  to  this  age  group  was 
designed  particularly  for  people  who  were  unable,  for  reasons 
other  than  disability,  to  obtain  substantial  employment.  It  is 
therefore  not  surprising  that  a  relatively  small  proportion  of  bene- 
ficiaries in  this  age  group  had  insurance  coverage  (chart  11.3). 
The  relatively  high  coverage  of  women  beneficiaries  aged  62  to 
64  may  be  accounted  for  in  part  by  the  fact  that  many  of  them 
had  husbands  with  group  coverage. 

Increase  Since  1952 

The  number  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  with  some  form  of 
health  insurance  coverage  increased  substantially  from  about  3.3 
million  in  March  1952  to  about  9  million  at  the  end  of  1962.  Since 
the  total  number  of  persons  in  this  age  group  was  also  expanding 
at  a  rapid  pace,  the  number  without  insurance  coverage  still  re- 
mained high.  A  survey  conducted  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census 
for  the  Social  Security  Administration  in  1952  found  that  26 
percent  of  the  noninstitutional  aged  population  had  insurance 
coverage.  It  is  estimated  that  in  that  year  9.7  million  persons, 
including  persons  in  institutions,  had  no  health  insurance  cover- 
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Chart  11.3— Health  insurance  coverage  of  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries, 

by  age,  1962 


Percent  with  Insurance 
80  I  


62-64  65-72  73  and  62-64  65-72  73  and 


Beneficiaries  Nonbeneficiaries 

age.  At  the  end  of  1962,  about  8.5  million  aged  persons  were  with- 
out insurance  (including  those  whose  health  insurance  status  was 
unknown).  From  March  1952  to  December  1962,  the  number  of 
aged  persons  with  health  insurance  almost  tripled,  but  the  num- 
ber without  insurance  dropped  only  12  percent. 

Data  on  insurance  coverage  from  the  various  nationwide  sur- 
veys since  1952  are  summarized  below: 

Percent 

with 
insurance 


Noninstitutional  population  aged  65  and  over: 

March  1952   26 

July  1953   31 

September  1956   37 

July  1958   43 

July-December  1959   46 

July  1962-June  1963   54 

Total  population  aged  65  and  over,  December  1962   52 


Source:  Surveys  conducted  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  for  the  Social  Security  Administration  (March 
1952  and  December  1962)  and  for  the  Public  Health  Service  and  the  Social  Security  Administration 
(September  1956);  by  the  Health  Information  Foundation  (July  1953  and  July  1958);  and  by  theNational 
Center  for  Health  Statistics  (July-December  1959  and  July  1962-June  1963). 
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According  to  the  health  insurance  data  collected  by  the  National 
Center  for  Health  Statistics,  54  percent  of  the  noninstitutional 
population  aged  65  and  over  had  hospital  insurance  coverage  dur- 
ing the  period  July  1962- June  1963.  If  the  institutional  popula- 
tion is  included  in  this  base,  the  percentage  with  insurance  drops 
to  approximately  52  percent,  or  about  the  same  proportion  re- 
ported in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  (less  than  10  percent  of  the 
institutional  population  reported  having  insurance) . 

Health  insurance  coverage  of  the  aged  increased  from  1952  to 
1962  partly  because  the  increasing  proportion  of  persons  who 
were  covered  under  group  employee-benefit  plans  during  their 
employment  were  retaining  their  insurance  coverage  after  retir- 
ing. Another  factor  may  have  been  the  increasing  urbanization 
of  the  population.  Among  couples,  for  example,  about  three- 
fourths  in  cities  of  1  million  or  more  had  some  health  insurance 
compared  to  55  percent  in  rural  ^places  (table  11.6). 

These  insurance-coverage  figures  do  not  in  any  way  reflect 
the  adequacy  of  the  coverage.  Equally  counted  as  having  health 
insurance  are  the  persons  with  hospital  insurance  paying  $5  a 
day  for  30  days  and  the  person  whose  insurance  covers  the  total 
bill  for  a  semiprivate  room  for  180  days  or  more.  The  quality  of 
coverage  is  suggested  by  the  following  data  on  premiums  and 
the  proportion  of  the  hospital  bill  paid. 

PREMIUM  PAYMENTS 

The  number  of  workers  with  group  insurance  who  were  able 
to  continue  the  same  coverage  after  retirement  would  have  been 
affected  by  provisions  of  the  group-employee  plans,  especially  the 
level  of  premiums  to  be  paid  by  the  individual.  Past  trends  clearly 
suggest  that  many  aged  persons  have  not  been  able  to  continue 
their  insurance  when  their  cash  income  was  reduced  at  retire- 
ment, especially  when  the  premium  cost  they  themselves  had  to 
pay  was  increased  because  the  employer  no  longer  contributed  or 
because  the  retirees  became  subject  to  individual  rather  than 
group  rates. 

Respondents  were  asked  the  annual  amount  of  their  health  in- 
surance premium  and  whether  any  or  all  of  the  cost  was  met  by 
others  such  as  present  or  former  employers,  or  relatives.  As  is 
true  of  almost  all  financial  data  collected  in  the  survey,  the  data 
on  premiums  are  for  units,  not  individuals.  Thus,  if  a  man  and 
his  wife  each  had  a  policy,  the  figure  should  represent  the  sum  of 
the  two  premiums,  just  as  it  does  if  one  individual  had  two  or 
more  policies. 
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V/hen  the  full  cost  of  the  premium  was  paid  by  the  unit,  the 
median  annual  amount  in  1962  was  $145  for  married  couples  (one 
or  both  of  whom  were  insured),  $80  for  nonmarried  men,  and 
$85  for  nonmarried  women  (table  11.7).  These  amounts  sug- 
gest that  the  coverage  was  of  limited  effectiveness,  since  costs  and 
benefits  are  inextricably  interrelated,  differing  mainly  by  the 
amount  of  sales  and  administrative  costs.  The  median  subscrip- 
tion rate  for  hospital  coverage  under  nongroup  initial-enrollment 
contracts  offered  by  Blue  Cross  to  persons  aged  65  and  over  dur- 
ing the  fall  of  1962  and  early  winter  of  1963  was  $110  per  aged 
person;  for  surgical  coverage  under  Blue  Shield  offerings,  the 
median  rate  was  $35;  for  combined  hospital-surgical-medical  cov- 
erage, the  median  annual  rate  was  $145  per  person.- 

When  the  cost  of  the  premium  was  met  in  part  by  others,  the 
corresponding  medians  were  lower  by  about  10  percent  for  couples 
and  5  percent  for  the  nonmarried.  It  is  not  clear  whether  those 
who  paid  the  entire  premium  themselves  had  more  or  less  effective 
coverage  than  those  whose  premiums  were  paid  partly  by  others. 
The  presumption  is  that  the  latter  had  better  protection  even 
though  their  payments  were  smaller  because  of  employers'  con- 
tributions and  the  more  favorable  group  rates  available  through 
places  of  employment.  Present  and  former  employers  and  union 
plans,  taken  together,  contributed  toward  the  health  insurance 
premium  costs  of  about  one-fifth  of  the  married  couples  and  non- 
married  men  (table  11.10).  Relatives  were  the  most  likely  to 
contribute  for  nonmarried  women;  about  one-eighth  received  this 
assistance. 

The  summary  information  on  the  amount  paid  has  been  used  as 
indicative  of  the  full  premium  cost  when  analyzing  differences  by 
income  and  age.  This  may  not  be  unreasonable  for  couples  and 
nonmarried  women  because  only  slightly  more  than  one-fourth 
of  them  had  any  of  the  premium  cost  paid  by  others.  (Nonmar- 
ried men  were  least  likely  to  have  insurance,  but  those  who  did 
were  most  likely  to  have  some  of  the  premium  paid  by  others.) 
There  was  some  increase  in  the  health  insurance  premiums  with 
rise  in  income,  but  relatively  the  premium  increase  was  not  as 
great  as  that  of  income  (table  11.8).  The  premium  payments  thus 
took  a  much  larger  share  of  the  income  of  those  in  the  low  income 
third  than  of  those  in  the  high  income  third.  As  income  rose, 
the  proportion  having  some  type  of  health  insurance  increased  to 
a  much  greater  extent  than  the  premium  payments. 

2  Louis  S.  Reed,  Blue  Cross-Blue  Shield  Nongroup  Coverage  for  Older 
People,  Social  Security  Administration,  Office  of  Research  and  Statistics, 
Research  Report  No.  4,  1963. 
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There  is  no  consistent  pattern  of  differences  in  premiums  paid 
by  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  when  all  those  aged  65  and 
over  are  compared  as  a  group.  This  is  partly  due  to  the  inter- 
relationship of  age  and  benefit  status. 

Among  couples  and  nonmarried  men,  an  employer  much  more 
often  contributed  to  the  premiums  of  nonbeneficiaries  than  of 
beneficiaries,  while  former  employers  were  more  likely  to  con- 
tribute to  the  premiums  of  beneficiaries.  Among  nonmarried 
women,  a  higher  percentage  of  nonbeneficiaries  than  beneficiaries 
reported  that  relatives  paid  some  or  all  of  their  insurance  premi- 
ums. This  might  be  expected,  because  most  nonbeneficiary  women 
aged  65  and  over  were  widows  with  very  modest  means. 

With  advancing  age,  health  insurance  coverage  declines  and 
premium  costs  rise  (table  11.9) .  The  older  retired  people  are  the 
least  likely  to  have  group  insurance  carried  over  from  employ- 
ment. Most  of  the  policies  available  to  them  are  priced  to  reflect 
their  higher  hospital  utilization  rates.  Thus,  those  aged  73  and 
over  pay  a  higher  percentage  of  their  annual  income  for  premi- 
ums than  do  those  aged  65  to  72. 

The  frequency  of  contributions  by  employers  dropped  off  sharp- 
ly with  age.  For  couples,  for  example,  the  trend  was  as  follows: 

Aged  62-64   33  percent 

Aged  65-72   15  percent 

Aged  73  and  over   6  percent 

These  figures  obscure  the  effect  of  differential  retirement  in  each 
age  group.  When  subclassified  by  beneficiary  status,  the  propor- 
tions of  couples  in  the  three  age  groups  reporting  employer  con- 
tributions compare  as  follows: 

 Percent  

Non- 
Beneficiaries  beneficiaries 

Aged  62-64   18  37 

Aged  65-72   9  32 

Aged  73  and  over   6  3 

Contributions  by  former  employers  were  negligible  for  those 
aged  62  to  64  (8  percent  for  beneficiaries,  3  percent  for  non- 
beneficiaries). They  were  generally  lower  for  those  aged  73  and 
over  than  for  those  aged  65  to  72,  but  not  so  low  as  for  the  young- 
est age  group.  A  relatively  high  percentage  of  persons  aged  73 
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Chart  11.4— Contributors  of  health  insurance  premiums  for  insured  units, 

by  age,  1962 
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and  over,  especially  among  the  nonmarried,  had  help  from  rela- 
tives in  paying  for  insurance  (table  11.11  and  chart  11.4).  Prob- 
ably, the  extent  of  health  insurance  declined  with  advancing  age. 


PROPORTION  OF  HOSPITAL  BILL  PAID  BY  INSURANCE 

The  proportion  of  the  hospital  bill  met  by  insurance  serves  as  a 
better  measure  than  premiums  of  the  adequacy  of  the  hospital 
insurance  in  force.  One  indicator  of  the  adequacy  of  insurance 
for  a  population  group  is  the  proportion  of  cases  in  which  the 
insurance  pays  90  percent  or  more  of  the  hospital  bill.  Another 
is  the  75-percent  point.  Obviously,  the  effectiveness  of  the  insur- 
ance in  the  individual  case  is  related  to  the  magnitude  of  total 
expense  associated  with  the  hospital  episode  and  the  person's 
ability  to  meet  his  expenses  when  benefits  are  exhausted  or  the 
insurance  is  not  applicable. 

If  the  75-percent  point  is  used  as  the  indicator  of  adequacy,  it 
appears  that  nearly  half  the  insured  hospitalized  married  couples 
and  nonmarried  women  and  two-fifths  of  the  nonmarried  men  did 
not  have  sufficient  coverage.  With  90  percent  of  the  bill  paid  as 
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the  test,  about  two-thirds  of  all  the  insured  aged  had  inadequate 
coverage  (table  11.13). 

These  figures  include  the  15  percent  of  the  couples  and  the  7 
percent  of  the  nonmarried  men  and  women  with  health  insurance 
which  paid  no  part  of  their  hospital  costs.  Previous  illnesses  may 
have  exhausted  their  benefits,  the  specific  situation  or  condition 
may  not  have  been  covered  by  their  policy,  the  insurance  may 
have  been  taken  out  after  the  hospital  stay,  or,  in  the  case  of 
couples,  the  member  who  was  hospitalized  may  not  have  been 
covered. 

There  were  no  significant  differences  between  beneficiaries  and 
nonbeneficiaries  in  the  fraction  of  the  hospital  bill  paid  by  insur- 
ance in  the  case  of  nonmarried  women  aged  65  and  over.  (For 
nonmarried  men,  the  number  with  insurance  who  were  hospital- 
ized was  too  small  for  analysis.) 

In  the  case  of  married  couples,  however,  7  out  of  10  nonbene- 
ficiaries had  75  percent  or  more  of  their  hospital  bill  paid  by  insur- 
ance in  contrast  to  half  the  beneficiaries.  The  greater  adequacy  of 
insurance  among  nonbeneficiary  couples  appears  in  the  65-to-72 
age  group  rather  than  the  73-and-over  age  group,  reflecting  the 
fact  that  many  nonbeneficiary  men  under  age  73  are  employed  and 
consequently  covered  under  group  insurance. 

Data  by  age  alone,  apart  from  beneficiary  status,  on  the  frac- 
tion of  the  bill  paid  (table  11.14),  support  the  impression  yielded 
by  the  data  on  premiums  that  the  quality  of  insurance  declines 
with  age.  Thus,  the  proportions  with  90  percent  or  more  of  their 
bill  paid  and  with  less  than  50  percent  (including  none  at  all) 
compare  as  follows  for  couples  and  nonmarried  women  with 
insurance : 


A  heavier  rate  of  hospital  utilization,  as  well  as  the  poor  quality 
of  their  health  insurance  policies,  contributed  to  the  relatively  un- 
favorable situation  of  those  aged  73  and  over. 


Married  couples              Nonmarried  women 
(percent)    (percent) 


90  percent      Less  than      90  percent      Less  than 
or  more       50  percent       or  more       50  percent 


Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over 


45  20  46  18 

37  24  35  20 

29  30  32  32 
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LIVING  CONDITIONS 
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Income  as  defined  in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  in- 
cluded only  money  income.  The  attempt  was  not  made  to 
estimate  the  value  of  food  and  housing  received  without 
direct  expense  or  to  measure  the  economies  of  sharing  a 
household  and  the  transactions^  formal  and  informal,  that 
take  place  among  the  members  of  a  household.  Often, 
however,  the  level  of  living  of  an  older  person  can  be  real- 
istically assessed  only  by  taking  into  consideration  such 
aspects  of  his  living  conditions  as  whether  he  lives  alone 
or  with  others;  whether  he  owns  his  home,  mortgage- free; 
or  whether  he  perhaps  groius  a  considerable  amount  of 
his  own  food.  Living  arrangements  and  expenditures  for 
food  and  housing,  described  in  the  final  chapters  of  this 
report,  were  therefore  studied  for  what  they  could  indi- 
cate about  the  general  well-being  of  the  aged  population. 
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Chapter  12 


LIVING 

ARRANGEMENTS 

Living  arrangements  and  composition  of  the  household  are  close- 
ly associated  with  the  various  stages  in  the  life  cycle  of  the  family. 
Marriage,  parenthood,  the  departure  of  children,  the  death  of  a 
spouse — each  may  be  attended  by  shifts  in  living  arrangements. 
For  those  who  never  marry,  the  cycle  is  different,  but  differences 
still  occur  in  shared  living  arrangements  with  parents,  brothers 
and  sisters,  or  other  relatives.  In  this  chapter  are  examined  varia- 
tions in  the  living  arrangements  of  aged  married  couples,  non- 
married  men,  and  nonmarried  women  at  different  ages  and  levels 
of  income.  Other  aspects  of  living  arrangements  are  also  discussed : 
the  ownership  or  rental  of  the  home  as  associated  with  family 
composition,  the  mobility  of  the  units  as  measured  by  the  length 
of  time  in  their  present  residence  and  community,  and  differences 
related  to  rural  and  urban  living.  Financial  implications  of  living 
arrangements  are  explored  in  terms  of  the  income  of  those  with 
no  relatives  present  and  those  with  relatives  present,  together  with 
the  total  family  income  of  the  latter. 

FAMILY  COMPOSITION 

A  majority  of  the  units  aged  65  and  over,  nearly  three-quarters 
of  the  couples  and  three-fifths  of  the  nonmarried,  did  not  live  with 
relatives  (table  12.1).  However,  when  all  I71/2  million  persons 
aged  65  and  over  in  1962  are  considered,  less  than  a  third  of  the 
total,  about  5  million,  were  not  in  a  family  group  of  2  or  more 
persons.  Of  these,  the  major  proportion  lived  alone  in  separate 
households.  Nearly  700,000  were  in  institutions.  Others  had  lodg- 
ers or  boarders  or  shared  a  household  with  persons  who  were  not 
relatives,  and  some  lived  as  lodgers  or  boarders  themselves. 

Marital  status  and  the  parent-child  relationship  continue  to  be 
important  features  of  the  composition  of  the  household  into  the 
later  years  of  the  family  life  cycle  (table  12.2).  Although  married 
couples  constituted  only  38  percent  of  the  units,  91  percent  of  all 
persons  in  the  units  aged  65  and  over  had,  at  some  time,  been  mar- 
ried. Nonmarried  men  constituted  17  percent  of  the  units,  and 
78  percent  of  them  had  been  married.  Nonmarried  women  con- 
stituted 45  percent  of  the  units,  with  88  percent  having  been 
married. 


159 


160  THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

About  86  percent  of  the  couples,  78  percent  of  the  nonmarried 
women,  and  about  67  percent  of  the  nonmarried  men  had  living 
children.  However,  if  just  those  who  had  ever  been  married  are 
considered,  the  proportion  of  nonmarried  men  and  women  with 
living  children  was  about  the  same,  87  percent,  as  for  married 
couples  (table  12.3) .  Of  the  nonmarried  men  and  women  who  were 
in  institutions,  less  than  half  reported  living  children. 

Marital  Status  and  Age 

The  62-to-64  age  range  is  the  earliest  period  in  the  family  life 
cycle  covered  in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged.  By  this  time  most 
children  have  reached  maturity  and  left  home.  Some  children 
under  18  and  a  larger  group  of  nonmarried  children  over  18  are 
in  the  home,  accounting  in  large  measure  for  the  presence  of  rela- 
tives (table  12.2).  The  family  composition  of  married  couples  in 
succeeding  age  groups  reflects  the  departure  of  children.  Children 
under  age  18  virtually  disappear  from  the  homes  of  the  couples 
aged  73  and  over,  and  the  proportion  of  nonmarried  adult  children 
decreases  with  age.  However,  15  percent  of  the  oldest  couples 
still  shared  living  arrangements  with  nonmarried  adult  children. 

Although  married  couples  most  frequently  shared  living  ar- 
rangements with  children,  some  couples  lived  with  brothers,  sis- 
ters, grandchildren,  and  other  relatives,  including  an  aged  parent 
in  some  instances.  In  each  age  group,  about  7  percent  of  the 
couples  reported  grandchildren  in  the  home  (table  12.5).  Although 
there  is  no  direct  count  of  the  three-generational  households,  that 
is,  parents,  a  married  child,  and  grandchildren,  the  data  suggest 
that  many  of  the  married  couples  with  a  grandchild  were  also 
sharing  with  the  grandchild's  parent  or  parents. 

With  the  death  of  one  of  the  married  partners,  the  survivor 
shifts  into  the  category  of  the  nonmarried  men  or  women.  This 
should  be  kept  in  mind  when  characteristics  of  the  nonmarried  are 
described.  Women  are  usually  predeceased  by  their  husbands,  both 
because  of  the  greater  longevity  of  females  and  because  they  are 
usually  a  few  years  younger  than  their  spouses.  Thus,  even  among 
the  youngest,  those  62  to  64  years  old,  three-fourths  of  the  non- 
married  women  were  widows  but  only  two-fifths  of  the  men  were 
widowers.  Among  those  aged  73  and  over,  the  proportions  of 
widows  and  widowers  were  somewhat  closer;  about  90  percent  of 
the  nonmarried  women  were  widows  and  about  73  percent  of  the 
nonmarried  men  were  widowers. 
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As  in  the  case  of  couples,  the  percent  of  men  and  women  sharing 
living  arrangements  with  children  under  18  declined  almost  to  the 
vanishing  point,  but  the  percent  of  men  sharing  quarters  with  non- 
married  adult  children  over  18  years  of  age  increased  perceptibly 
for  the  oldest  age  group.  For  women  the  presence  of  nonmarried 
adult  children  remained  relatively  constant  with  age. 

The  proportion  sharing  living  arrangements  with  married  chil- 
dren emerged  as  a  prominent  characteristic  of  the  nonmarried, 
increasing  from  5  to  10,  and  then  to  17  percent,  for  the  men  aged 
73  and  over,  and  from  12  to  14,  and  then  to  19  percent,  for  the  non- 
married  women. 

For  men,  the  increase  by  age  in  the  proportion  living  with  rela- 
tives included  a  rising  proportion  of  those  with  grandchildren, 
paralleling  the  increase  of  those  living  with  married  children,  who 
may  be  presumed  to  be  parents  of  the  grandchildren.  In  the  case 
of  women,  about  1  out  of  6,  regardless  of  age,  shared  living  ar- 
rangements with  a  grandchild  (table  12.5) .  Only  in  the  age-73- 
and-over  group  did  the  proportion  of  men  who  lived  with  grand- 
children reach  1  in  6.  It  would  appear,  therefore,  that  for  women 
who  live  with  grandchildren  such  living  arrangements  are  formed 
earlier  than  in  the  case  of  men. 

Nonmarried  persons  were  more  likely  to  share  living  arrange- 
ments with  a  brother  or  sister  than  were  the  couples  (table  12.5). 
About  1  out  of  10  nonmarried  persons  shared  a  home  with  a  sibling 
but  a  noticeable  decline  appeared  for  both  men  and  women  over 
age  73,  probably  reflecting  the  similar  mortality  rates  for  those 
close  together  in  age. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  life-cycle  changes  affect  men 
and  women  differentially.  The  situation  stabilizes  earlier  for 
women  than  for  men,  and  the  men  who  have  survived  their  spouses 
go  through  changes  in  living  arrangements  and  family  composi- 
tion at  an  older  age  than  women.  For  nonmarried  women  there  is 
a  general  consistency  in  the  proportion  sharing  living  arrange- 
ments with  relatives ;  the  variations  in  sharing  living  quarters  with 
children  and  grandchildren  are  slight  compared  with  men. 

Widows  predominated  among  nonmarried  women,  constituting 
some  84  percent  of  this  category.  Those  65  years  old  and  over  were 
more  likely  than  nonwidows  to  live  with  relatives — their  children, 
in  most  cases — and  perhaps  as  a  corollary  there  was  a  lower  pro- 
portion of  widows  to  be  institutionalized.  Considering  only  those 
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with  relatives  present,  widows  were  much  more  likely  than  non- 
widows  to  have  children  over  age  18  present  (both  nonmarried  and 
married)  and  were  much  less  likely  to  be  living  with  brothers 
and  sisters.  More  than  one-fourth  of  the  nonwidows  live  with 
brothers  and  sisters,  compared  with  only  5  percent  of  the  widows. 
However,  if  institutionalized  women  are  excluded,  nonwidows  were 
just  as  likely  as  widows  to  share  living  arrangements  with  some 
relative. 

One  type  of  aged  unit  that  deserves  special  mention  is  aged 
persons  living  with  an  aged  parent.  The  1963  Survey  of  the 
Aged  has  provided  unique  data  on  households  containing  more 
than  one  generation  of  aged  persons.  Among  all  units  aged  65 
and  over  there  were  173,000  sharing  accommodations  with  at 
least  one  aged  parent.  This  is  not  a  common  phenomenon,  occur- 
ring as  it  does  among  only  1  or  2  'percent  of  the  units  aged  65 
and  over — a  small  group,  but  one  which  reflects  increasing  life 
expectancy  (table  12.5) .  For  each  age  group  the  frequency  with 
which  the  aged  live  with  their  parents  declines.  Proportionately 
more  couples  than  nonmarried  persons  were  living  with  parents, 
as  is  to  be  expected,  since,  with  four  parents  involved  instead  of 
two,  the  couples'  chances  of  having  surviving  parents  are  greater. 

Beneficiary  Status 

In  general,  the  proportion  sharing  living  arrangements  declined 
with  age  among  married  couples  and  increased  among  nonmarried 
men  and  women.  This  tendency  held  for  both  beneficiary  and  non- 
beneficiary  groups.  The  pattern  of  living  arrangements  was  quite 
similar  for  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries,  although  there  were 
some  exceptions.  For  example,  in  the  case  of  married  couples,  a 
somewhat  larger  proportion  of  nonbeneficiaries  lived  with  relatives 
than  did  beneficiaries,  especially  at  the  older  age  levels.  Also,  in 
the  73-and-over  age  group,  more  nonbeneficiary  nonmarried  women 
lived  with  relatives  than  did  the  comparable  beneficiary  group.  The 
low  income  and  higher  age  level  of  these  nonbeneficiary  women 
were  undoubtedly  factors  in  the  large  proportion  living  with  rela- 
tives (see  ''Financial  Aspects  of  Living  Arrangements,"  below). 
More  nonbeneficiary  units  were  in  institutions  than  were  bene- 
ficiaries, and  proportionately  more  nonmarried  men  than  nonmar- 
ried women  were  institutionalized  (table  12.1). 
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The  following  figures  summarize  the  living  arrangements,  in 
1962,  of  persons  (rather  than  survey  units)  aged  65  and  over,  men 
and  women,  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries : 

 Men  Women  

Non-  Non- 
Benefi-  benefi-  Benefi-  benefi- 

Total    ciaries  ciaries    Total    ciaries  ciaries 


Number  (thousands)   7,763    5,715    2,047    9,706    6,488  3,217 

Total  percent   100       100       100       100       100  100 


Married,  spouse  present   69  72  61  35  42  21 

Nonmarried   31  28  39  65  58  79 

Relatives  present   12  11  15  29  25  37 

Any  children   7  7  9  21  18  26 

No  relatives  present   19  17  25  36  33  42 

In  institutions   4  2  8  4  2  9 


These  figures  highlight  many  familiar  facts:  there  were  more 
women  than  men  65  years  old  and  over,  particularly  in  the  non- 
beneficiary  groups.  The  men  predominantly  had  wives  with  whom 
they  lived;  only  about  a  tenth  were  nonmarried  and  living  with 
relatives ;  about  a  fifth  kept  house  for  themselves,  were  in  institu- 
tions, or  lived  with  nonrelatives.  Among  older  women,  on  the  other 
hand,  roughly  a  third  had  husbands,  a  third  were  with  relatives — 
usually  children — and  a  third  were  living  without  relatives,  most 
of  them  in  their  own  households.  Among  nonbeneficiary  women 
only  a  fifth  had  husbands;  approximately  two-fifths  were  with 
relatives  and  two-fifths  had  other  living  arrangements.  The  pro- 
portions of  men  and  women  aged  65  and  over  in  institutions  were 
approximately  the  same. 

Proximity  of  Children 

Whether  or  not  the  elderly  live  with  their  children  can  be  viewed 
both  as  a  changing  function  of  the  life  cycle  and  as  having  an 
economic  facet.  On  the  one  hand,  concern  is  felt  if  parents  do  not 
have  enough  income  to  live  independently  if  they  wish ;  on  the  other 
hand,  concern  is  also  felt  for  the  isolation  of  the  elderly.  One 
index  of  the  extent  to  which  parents  are  separated  from  their 
children  is  how  far  apart  they  live,  with  distance  measured  in 
time  rather  than  miles. 

Fewer  than  1  in  10 — in  the  case  of  nonmarried  women  only  1 
in  20 — of  those  aged  65  and  over  with  living  children  were  more 
than  a  day's  journey  from  their  nearest  child  (table  12.4) .  Slight- 
ly more  than  half  the  aged  lived  either  with  a  child  or  within  10 
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minutes  of  their  nearest  child.  About  the  same  number  of  non- 
married  men  and  women  lived  within  half  an  hour  of  the  nearest 
child  as  had  children  living  in  the  same  household.  Even  among 
married  couples,  whose  need  for  companionship  or  help  would 
presumably  not  be  as  great  as  that  of  the  widowed,  the  majority — 
more  than  two-thirds — lived  less  than  30  minutes  away  from  at 
least  one  of  their  children. 

In  general,  neither  beneficiary  status  nor  age  nor  income 
affected  the  proximity  pattern.  In  the  case  of  nonmarried  men, 
however,  there  was  a  definite  change  with  advancing  age ;  men  in 
their  seventies  lived  nearer  their  children  than  did  men  in  their 
sixties.  About  the  same  proportions  of  nonmarried  women  and 
men  aged  73  and  over  lived  at  least  within  a  day's  journey  of  their 
nearest  child.  In  this,  as  in  other  aspects  of  living  arrangements, 
there  was  more  resemblance  between  nonmarried  men  and  women 
at  the  oldest  age  levels  than  between  ages  62  and  72. 

The  general  stability  of  this  proximity  pattern  within  the 
United  States  seems  to  be  matched  when  comparisons  are  made 
with  data  from  other  countries.  As  might  be  expected  from  the 
greater  population  mobility  and  greater  distances  in  the  United 
States,  there  is  some  evidence  that  elderly  parents  here  are  more 
likely  than  those  in  other  countries  to  live  a  considerable  distance 
from  their  children ;  nevertheless,  the  similarities  are  more  strik- 
ing than  the  differences.^  The  following  estimates  show  the  per- 
centage distribution  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  with  living 
children  but  with  none  in  the  same  household,  by  distance  from 
the  nearest  child,  in  three  countries. 

 United  States  

1963  1962 
Survey  Cross- 
of  the         National  Great 

Aged  Survey  ^       Britain  ^      Denmark  ^ 

Total  with  living  children, 


none  in  household   100  100  100  100 


Travel  time  to  nearest  child: 

Less  than  10  minutes   37  46  40  40 

11-30  minutes   24  22  27  29 

31-60  minutes   12  10  13  16 

1+hour— Iday   17  15  16  14 

More  than  1  day   10  7  3  2 


1  Adapted  from  Jan  Stehouwer,  "Three-Generation  Family  and  Households,"  in  ^^thel  Shanas  and 
Gordon  Streib  (eds.),  Social  Structure  and  the  Family:  Generational  Relations  (Englewood  Cliffs,  N.J.: 
Prentice-Hall,  Inc.,  1965)  p.  147. 


1  Data  from  France,  although  not  strictly  comparable,  indicate  a  proximity 
pattern  very  similar  to  that  of  the  countries  shown  (Paul  Paillat,  "Le  degre 
d'isoloment  des  francais  ages,"  in  Proceedings,  Seventh  International  Congress 
of  Gerontology  [Vienna,  Austria,  June  26-July  2,  1966],  p.  290.  [Separatum.]). 
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Certainly  these  figures  suggest  that  elderly  parents  manage  to 
live  reasonably  close  to  a  child,  even  when  they  do  not  live  in  the 
same  household. 

RESIDENCE  AND  HOME  TENURE 

Urban  and  Rural  Residence 

Life-cycle  changes  in  living  arrangements  show  a  pattern  of 
decreased  sharing  for  older  couples  who  remain  intact  as  a  unit, 
increased  sharing  for  surviving  widowers,  and  a  consistent  pattern 
for  widows.^  These  show  some  differences,  however,  when  varia- 
tions in  residence  are  considered  (table  12.6) .  Variations  in  resi- 
dence are  categorized  into  three  major  areas:  urban,  rural  non- 
farm,  and  rural  farm ;  the  urban  residents  are  subcategorized  into 
central  city,  urban  fringe,  and  other  urban. 

Those  who  make  up  the  rural-farm  population  of  age  65  and 
over  were  much  more  likely  to  share  living  arrangements  with 
relatives  than  those  living  in  urban  or  rural-nonfarm  residences. 
This  was  even  more  true  of  nonmarried  men  and  women  than  of 
married  couples.  Three-fourths  of  the  nonmarried  women  on 
farms,  for  instance,  shared  living  arrangements  with  relatives, 
compared  with  just  over  two-fifths  of  the  nonmarried  women  in 
other  areas  (rural  nonfarm,  41  percent;  urban,  44  percent).  Non- 
married  men,  who  are  generally  less  likely  than  nonmarried  women 
to  share  living  arrangements,  particularly  in  the  younger  groups, 
nevertheless  have  this  same  characteristic.  Sixty-four  percent  of 
the  men  on  farms  shared  living  arrangements  with  relatives,  com- 
pared with  35  percent  of  the  men  in  urban  areas  and  37  percent  in 
rural-nonfarm  areas. 

Upon  the  death  of  a  spouse,  men  and  women  living  on  farms 
appear  likely  to  make  arrangements  for  sharing  their  dwelling 
with  relatives,  if  they  have  not  already  arranged  for  a  son  or  other 
relative  to  help  with  the  farming. 

Except  for  farm  couples,  there  was  striking  consistency  in  the 
proportion  of  couples  sharing  living  arrangements  with  relatives 
regardless  of  whether  they  lived  in  the  central  city,  the  urban 
fringe,  nonmetropolitan  urban,  or  rural-nonfarm  areas.  This  pro- 
portion clustered  around  one-fourth  for  all  married  couples  aged 
65  and  over,  except  farm  couples,  40  percent  of  whom  shared  living 
arrangements  with  relatives.  Essentially  the  same  proportion  of 
younger  farm  couples  shared  quarters  with  relatives  as  the  older 


2  Consistent  in  proportion  with  relatives  present,  but  not  consistent  in  house- 
hold composition. 
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farm  couples.  This  indicates  that  they  are  much  more  likely  than 
other  couples  to  continue  sharing  living  arrangements  with  rela- 
tives, primarily  adult  children  who  can  manage  or  assist  in  the 
management  of  the  farm,  and  it  may  even  suggest  some  farm  con- 
solidation between  parent  and  child. 

Variations  in  the  proportion  with  relatives  among  the  different 
types  of  urban  areas  were  slight  for  both  the  younger  and  older 
groups  of  married  couples.  The  proportion  with  relatives  was 
greatest  for  those  living  in  the  urban  fringe — almost  half  among 
nonmarried  women  in  both  age  groups  and  among  nonmarried  men 
in  the  older  age  group.  Among  younger  men,  however,  the  pro- 
portion with  relatives  was  only  about  half  as  great,  in  both  the 
urban  fringe  and  central  city,  with  an  even  smaller  percent  in  other 
urban  areas. 

HOMEOWNERSHIP 

Owning  rather  than  renting  one*s  home  is  the  preferred  practice 
in  the  United  States.  The  1960  Census  of  Housing  set  the  propor- 
tion of  the  total  population  in  owner-occupied  units  at  about  62 
percent  and  renters  at  about  38  percent.  The  1963  Survey  of  the 
Aged  showed  that  about  three-fourths  of  the  married  couples  and 
about  two-fifths  of  the  nonmarried  aged  65  and  over  were  home- 
owners (table  12.7). 

The  importance  to  the  elderly  of  equity  in  a  home  as  an  asset 
has  been  discussed  in  an  earlier  chapter.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
the  investment  feature  is  only  one,  and  perhaps  a  limited,  motive 
for  homeownership.  In  the  present  context  the  concern  with  hom.e- 
ownership  is  as  a  factor  in  the  change  in  living  arrangements 
occurring  with  developments  in  the  life  cycle.  The  couple  is  often 
faced  with  the  decision  of  whether  to  maintain  a  larger-than- 
needed  home  as  the  children  leave.  The  conflicting  desires  to  keep 
the  accustomed  surroundings  and  belongings  or  to  be  rid  of  the 
problems  and  expenses  of  home  maintenance  must  be  weighed. 
The  death  of  a  spouse  often  forces  the  decision,  and  the  presence 
or  absence  of  children  or  other  relatives  is  apt  to  play  a  role  in  the 
resolution  of  the  problem. 

Although  there  may  be  some  exceptions — ^the  purchase  of  a  home 
in  the  new  retirement  communities  comes  to  mind — new  acquisi- 
tions among  the  aged  are  probably  infrequent.  Fewer  homeowners 
would  be  expected  among  those  in  the  oldest  age  range,  73  and 
over,  than  among  the  younger  groups  except  insofar  as  periods  of 
prosperity,  depression,  and  wartime  shortages  may  have  different 
residual  effects  upon  the  various  age-cohort  groups.  There  were 
fewer  homeowning  units,  in  the  aggregate,  at  the  time  of  the  sur- 
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vey  among  the  older  age  groups,  married  couples  and  nonmarried 
combined ;  only  about  half  of  those  aged  73  and  over  owned  homes, 
as  compared  with  nearly  two-thirds  of  those  aged  62  to  64.  How- 
ever, when  the  incidence  of  homeownership  is  analyzed  by  marital 
status,  age,  and  type  of  living  arrangements  (presence  of  children 
or  other  relatives),  considerable  variation  is  found. 

Among  married  couples  the  decrease  in  homeownership  with  age 
was  very  moderate,  and  there  was  little  difference,  on  the  whole, 
in  ownership  among  those  living  with  relatives  and  those  not  liv- 
ing with  relatives.  Following  are  the  percentages  of  homeowners 
among  the  married  couples  in  the  specified  age  groups  and  types  of 
living  arrangements : 

Aged         Aged  Aged 
62-64        65-72     73  and  over 

Total   77  77  72 

No  relatives  present   79  78  73 

Relatives  present   73  74  70 

Nonmarried  children  only   73  75  76 

Others   73  73  63 

Only  in  the  oldest  age  group  was  there  any  striking  contrast; 
in  the  group  living  only  with  nonmarried  children,  76  percent  were 
homeowners,  and  in  the  group  with  married  children  or  others, 
63  percent  were  homeowners.  Perhaps  adult,  nonmarried  children 
are  less  apt  to  leave  the  home  that  is  owned  and  presumably  more 
spacious  than  a  rented  one;  conversely,  the  aged  couple  need  not 
give  up  the  home  when  there  are  children  to  help  in  its  care  and 
upkeep.  On  the  other  hand,  the  lower  proportion  of  homeowners 
in  the  group  living  with  married  children  and  others  is  a  reflection 
of  the  situation  among  the  very  aged  when  they  have  neither  health 
nor  resources  to  keep  up  their  own  home  and  must  live  with  others, 
often  in  their  children's  home. 

Similar  comparisons  for  the  nonmarried  reveal  much  greater 
diversity  in  ownership  patterns  among  the  groups  classified  by  age 
and  type  of  arrangement,  as  shown  by  the  following  percentages 
of  homeowners  in  the  specified  groups : 

Aged         Aged  Aged 
62-64        65-72     73  and  over 

Nonmarried  men   27  35  35 

No  relatives  present   19  33  37 

Relatives  present                                         ...  45  37  33 

Nonmarried  children  only   (^)  56  55 

Others   45  33  27 

Nonmarried  women   53  43  35 

No  relatives  present   54  47  39 

Relatives  present   53  39  30 

Nonmarried  children  only   60  53  42 

Others   50  35  26 


*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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What  appear  to  be  widely  divergent  patterns  between  nonmar- 
ried men  and  women  are  largely  accounted  for  when  the  range  in 
the  proportions  of  widowers  and  widows  in  the  different  age 
groups  is  considered.  The  percentages  of  homeowners  by  type  of 
living  arrangements  are  similar  for  the  nonmarried  men  and 
women  in  the  73-and-over  age  group,  where  the  proportion  of 
widowers  and  widows  is  much  closer  than  in  the  younger  age 
groups.  The  number  of  men  living  with  nonmarried  children  only 
is  small,  and  the  larger  proportion  of  homeowners  in  this  group  as 
compared  with  the  aged  women  is  probably  not  statistically  sig- 
nificant. 

These  data  suggest  that  the  preference  for  remaining  in  the 
owned  home  continues  in  the  later  years  and  that  only  at  very  ad- 
vanced ages  is  the  home  given  up.  Assuming  that  at  the  time  of 
the  dissolution  of  marriage  through  death,  some  75  percent  of  the 
widows  or  widowers  had  owned  homes  and  were  faced  with  the 
decision  of  whether  to  keep  the  home  and,  further,  that  the  propor- 
tion of  homeowners  among  the  never-married,  separated,  and 
divorced  was  not  substantial,  a  rough  index  of  the  extent  to  which 
the  home  was  maintained  by  the  remaining  spouse  is  indicated  in 
the  following  tabulation : 

Nonmarried  men  Nonmarried  women 

Percent  Percent 

homeowners  homeowners 

Percent  Percent 

wid-        Ex-  wid-  Ex- 

owers    pected  ^  Actual  ows     pected  ^  Actual 


Aged  62-64   39  29  27  75  56  53 

Aged  65-72   54  41  35  81  61  43 

Aged  73  and  over   73  54  35  87  65  35 

'  75  percent  of  widows  and  widowers. 

Only  at  advanced  ages,  it  seems,  did  many  of  the  aged  decide 
to  give  up  their  homes — usually,  it  is  presumed,  to  move  in  with 
married  children. 

Length  of  Residence 

About  80  percent  of  all  married  couples  62  years  old  and  over 
had  lived  in  the  same  community  for  10  or  more  years  at  the  time 
the  survey  was  conducted.  The  data  indicate  that  length  of  resi- 
dence in  a  community  increased  with  age  for  married  units  (table 
12.8)  .3  Half  the  62-  to  64-year-olds  had  lived  at  least  29  years  in 

3  The  term  "community"  as  used  in  the  survey  was  deliberately  left  to  the 
interpretation  of  the  respondent  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  more  useful  to 
know  whether  the  respondent  considered  he  had  moved  than  to  know  whether 
he  had  crossed  certain  political  boundaries. 
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the  same  community,  and  half  the  65-  to  72-year-olds  had  lived  at 
least  30  years  in  their  present  community.  Half  the  couples  in  the 
older  group  had  resided  at  least  36  years  in  one  community.  Very 
few  couples,  less  than  4  percent,  had  moved  to  another  commu- 
nity in  the  year  preceding  the  survey.  Moves  in  the  preceding  5 
years  were  also  not  frequent,  ranging  from  9  to  12  percent  in  the 
three  age  groupings,  with  moves  most  frequent  in  the  65-to-72 
age  group.  It  is  apparent,  however,  from  the  data  on  nonmarried 
men  and  women,  that  many  moves  do  take  place  at  the  time  of 
the  death  of  a  spouse. 

One  out  of  five  of  the  youngest  nonmarried  men  had  moved  in 
the  year  preceding  the  survey.  Recent  moves  were  also  character- 
istic of  men  in  the  older  age  groups,  though  not  as  prevalent  as 
among  younger  men.  Ten  percent  of  those  aged  65  to  72  and 
15  percent  of  those  73  years  of  age  and  over  had  moved  in  the  past 
year.  Nonmarried  women  73  years  old  and  over,  as  well  as  men, 
were  more  likely  than  married  couples  to  have  moved  in  the  pre- 
ceding year,  but  not  with  the  high  frequency  of  the  men.  The  older 
women  were  the  most  likely  to  have  moved  during  the  year.  These 
findings  may  suggest  more  difference  in  length  of  residence  in  a 
community  between  men  and  women  than  actually  existed.  Except 
for  those  aged  62  to  64,  there  was  close  similarity  between  men 
and  women  in  proportion  of  moves  in  the  preceding  10  years  and 
the  proportion  of  those  who  lived  in  the  same  community  for  30 
years  or  longer. 

With  regard  to  residence  in  the  current  dwelling,  it  is  apparent 
that  there  has  been  more  moving  than  data  on  residence  in  com- 
munity would  lead  one  to  believe.  While  the  median  number  of 
years  of  residence  in  a  community  for  married  couples  was  32,  the 
median  number  of  years  in  the  current  dwelling  was  16  (table 
12.9).  For  nonmarried  people  this  differential  was  somewhat 
greater,  with  the  median  for  community  residence  at  31  for  men 
and  28  for  women.  The  median  years  in  the  dwelling  units  were 
8  and  10,  respectively,  for  men  and  women. 

Again,  this  shows  much  more  movement  on  the  part  of  non- 
married  men  and  women  than  of  married  couples.  As  might  be 
anticipated,  aged  units  who  owned  their  homes  had  remained  in 
the  same  dwelling  longer  than  the  aged  population  in  general 
(table  12.9).  Among  homeowners,  nonmarried  men  and  women 
were  found  to  have  lived  in  their  homes  longer  than  married 
couples,  probably  because  they  were  older  than  married  couples. 
Income  also  entered  into  the  picture  (table  12.10).  The  median 
length  of  time  the  unit  had  lived  in  the  community  was  positively 
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associated  with  income  for  nonmarried  units,  but  negatively  asso- 
ciated for  married  couples.  The  relationship  between  income  and 
length  of  residence  is  even  stronger  for  the  nonmarried  than  the 
income  data  suggest,  because  the  high  third  tends  to  be  composed 
of  younger  persons  who,  despite  their  younger  age,  have  lived  in 
their  community  longer  than  the  older  persons  who  make  up  the 
lower  income  group.  Many  older  low-income  persons  were  moving 
in  with  relatives  (see  next  section,  below) . 

A  final  factor  that  has  been  examined  in  relationship  to  the 
mobility  of  the  aged  population  is  place  of  residence.  More  than 
three-fifths  of  the  units  aged  65  and  over  living  on  farms  had  been 
in  the  same  community  for  more  than  40  years;  less  than  two- 
fifths  of  those  in  urban  areas  had  been  in  their  communities  this 
long  (table  12.11) .  The  proportion  in  each  type  of  community  that 
had  been  there  for  a  long  time  did  not  differ  greatly  by  marital 
status,  but  the  proportion  that  had  been  in  the  community  less  than 
5  years  was  about  twice  as  great  among  the  nonmarried  (one- 
fifth)  as  among  married  couples.  Within  the  urban  group  the  pro- 
portion of  nonmarried  persons  currently  living  in  the  urban  fringe 
who  had  moved  there  recently  was  relatively  large,  particularly 
among  nonbeneficiaries,  and  the  proportion  who  had  been  long  in 
such  places,  relatively  small,  as  compared  to  the  proportions  in 
the  central  city  or  other  urban  areas.  These  percentages  may  be  a 
reflection  of  moving  to  the  suburbs  to  live  with  married  children 
with  families  on  the  part  of  the  recently  widowed  and  the  older 
persons  among  the  nonmarried. 

FINANCIAL  ASPECTS 
The  doubling-up  of  households  has  long  been  recognized  as  a 
phenomenon  associated  with  economic  conditions.  During  a  depres- 
sion or  during  wartime  housing  shortages,  newly  formed  families 
become  components  of  established  families,  and  some  small  families 
merge  into  large  household  units.  In  prosperous  times  there  is  an 
"undoubling,"  and  households  once  more  become  smaller  and  more 
numerous. 

Here  we  are  concerned  with  the  financial  aspects  of  such  ar- 
rangements, involving  an  elderly  couple  or  nonmarried  man  or 
woman.  Even  when  the  major  reason  the  older  units  live  with  sons 
or  daughters  or  other  relatives  is  not  economic  but  a  continuation 
of  previous  arrangements,  affectional  ties,  or  concern  for  the  physi- 
cal welfare  of  the  older  person,  such  arrangements  do  have  their 
financial  aspects.  Normally,  there  are  savings  involved;  as  the 
number  in  a  household  increases,  the  expenses  do  not  increase  pro- 
portionately. Such  economies,  however,  are  very  difficult  to  assess, 
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and  so  also  are  the  monetary  and  nonmonetary  transactions,  formal 
or  informal,  that  take  place  within  such  groups.  Financial  ''de- 
pendency" may  range  from  partial  to  complete.  Dependency  may 
be  in  either  direction,  the  older  unit  depending  upon  relatives  or 
the  relatives  depending  upon  the  older  unit. 

The  detailed  probing  that  would  be  required  to  determine  accu- 
rately the  direction  and  degree  of  dependency  was  not  undertaken 
in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged.  However,  certain  relationships 
appear  when  the  finances  of  the  units,  classified  by  their  living 
arrangements,  are  examined.  The  income  of  units  with  no  rela- 
tives present  and  of  those  living  with  relatives,  and  also,  in  the 
latter  case,  the  total  family  income  can  be  compared;  from  the 
cross-tabulations  of  the  unit  and  family  income,  the  differences  in 
unit  and  family  income  positions  can  be  examined.  This  analysis 
has  been  carried  out  for  all  those  aged  65  and  over  and,  among 
these,  homeowners  and  those  classifying  themselves  as  in  poor 
health. 

Financial  responsibility  for  relatives  is  not  limited  to  sharing 
living  arrangements.  Direct  contributions  to  the  older  unit  by  rela- 
tives outside  the  household  may  be  made  in  the  form  of  cash,  in 
which  case  the  contribution  is  counted  as  a  part  of  income,  or  it 
may  take  the  form  of  bills  paid  for  the  elderly.  Contributions  may 
also  flow  the  other  way,  from  the  older  unit  to  help  the  children  or 
other  relatives;  data  on  the  frequency  of  this  situation  were 
obtained  and  are  discussed  below  in  the  section  on  contributions  to 
and  from  persons  outside  the  household. 

Income  and  Marital  Status 

Elderly  couples  and  nonmarried  women  in  the  lowest  income 
group  were  the  most  apt  to  live  with  relatives  (tables  12.12  and 
12.13).  Beyond  the  lowest  levels,  roughly,  less  than  $2,000  for 
couples  or  less  than  $1,000  for  the  nonmarried,  the  proportion  liv- 
ing with  relatives  did  not  vary  consistently  as  income  increased. 
It  is  possible  that  at  the  higher  levels  the  proportion  among  the 
nonmarried  becomes  higher  than  in  the  middle  ranges  although  the 
evidence  for  this  is  not  definitive.  Among  nonmarried  men  there 
seems  to  be  little  or  no  relationship  between  income  and  living  with 
relatives.  The  following  figures  show  the  percent  living  with  rela- 
tives, by  income  level : 

Married  Nonmarried  Nonmarried 
couples  men  women  


Less  than  $1,000   32  41  53 

$1,000-1,999   31  32  38 

$2,000-2,999   23  40  38 

$3,000-3,999   26  33  30 

$4,000  and  over   22  38  34 
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It  is  reasonable  to  find  that  those  with  the  least  resources  were 
doubling-up  with  relatives,  generally  their  children.  It  is  also 
interesting  to  observe,  however,  that  within  both  the  65-to-72  and 
the  73-and-over  age  categories,  married  couples  and  nonmarried 
women  in  the  lowest  income  group  had  living  children  more 
frequently  than  the  top  income  group.  The  lowest  income  group, 
it  will  be  remembered,  contained  a  disproportionate  number  of 
the  very  old — those  73  and  over.  Units  in  this  age  group  were 
not  only  poorer;  on  the  whole,  they  were  also  more  likely  to  have 
living  children. 

The  proportion  with  living  children  among  nonmarried  women 
aged  65  to  72  was  80  percent  in  the  lowest,  and  66  percent  in  the 
highest  income  group,  and  in  the  older  age  group,  88  and  75  per- 
cent in  the  lowest  and  highest  income  groups,  respectively.  Simi- 
larly, consistent  though  much  smaller  differences  appeared  among 
couples  in  the  comparisons  of  the  percentage  with  living  children 
in  these  age  and  income  groups.  Among  nonmarried  men,  such  dif- 
ferences by  income  were  not  found.  However,  the  proportion  with 
living  children  was  much  larger  at  each  income  level  in  the  older 
than  in  the  younger  age  group.  This  was  largely  because  of  the 
increasing  number  of  widowers  at  older  ages,  although  the  fact 
that  older  couples  also  had  more  living  children  suggests  longer- 
range  demographic  explanations,  as  well.  In  any  event,  the  low 
income  groups  had,  as  it  were,  both  greater  need  and  greater 
opportunity  to  live  with  children. 

Married  couples,  as  described  above,  were  the  most  apt  to  share 
living  arrangements  with  unmarried  children.  About  15  percent 
of  the  couples  in  each  of  the  income  groups  had  unmarried  sons 
or  daughters  (and  no  others)  living  with  them.  On  the  other  hand, 
although  not  many  couples  doubled-up  with  their  married  children 
(3  percent) ,  half  of  those  who  did  were  in  the  low  income  third. 
Couples  in  this  income  group  were  also  more  apt  to  live  with 
brothers,  sisters,  or  other  relatives  than  those  with  higher  income. 

Nonmarried  women,  particularly  those  in  the  lowest  income 
group,  were  the  most  apt  to  be  living  with  their  married  children. 
Almost  half  of  those  living  with  ^relatives  in  the  lowest  income 
group  were  living  with  married  children ;  only  about  a  quarter  of 
those  living  with  relatives  in  the  top  income  group  did  so  (table 
12.12).  The  proportion  living  with  unmarried  children,  although 
varying  with  income,  did  not  concentrate  in  the  low  income  third 
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to  the  same  extent ;  the  proportion  living  with  relatives  other  than 
children  did  not  appear  to  be  related  to  income  at  all. 

For  nonmarried  men,  the  pattern  of  living  with  children,  mar- 
ried or  unmarried,  or  with  other  relatives  did  not  vary  significantly 
from  one  income  group  to  another. 

The  tendency  for  a  greater  concentration  at  the  lower  end  of  the 
income  scale  of  those  living  with  relatives  than  of  those  with  no 
relatives  present  is  reflected  in  the  median  income  of  the  two 
groups  (table  12.14).  The  median  income  of  the  nonmarried 
women  with  no  relatives  present  was  nearly  50  percent  greater 
than  that  of  the  women  living  with  relatives  ($1,255  compared 
with  $860).  The  differences  in  the  comparable  medians  for  the 
nonmarried  men  and  couples  were  not  so  great. 

Unit  and  Family  Income 

Although  the  unit  incomes  of  married  couples,  nonmarried  men, 
and  nonmarried  women  living  with  relatives  varied  considerably, 
the  median  family  incomes  of  these  three  groups  were  not  very 
different.^  This  fact  is  consistent  with  the  hypothesis  that  women 
were  largely  dependent  on  their  relatives,  whereas  a  number  of 
married  couples  were  supporting  others,  mostly  children.  Com- 
parison of  unit  and  family  incomes  does  not  suggest  as  much  finan- 
cial dependency  for  men  as  for  women. 

Another  way  of  looking  at  these  relationships  is  to  examine, 
among  those  living  with  relatives,  the  proportions  of  units  at  each 
income  level  who  are  in  a  family  income  situation  about  the  same 
as  or  considerably  above  their  own  level  (table  12.17) .  Of  the  mar- 
ried couples  living  with  relatives  and  reporting  income  of  their 
own  between  $1,000  and  $1,999,  for  example,  about  two-fifths 
reported  a  family  income  within  this  same  interval.  The  size  of 
the  family  is  not  known,  but  with  at  least  one  additional  person 
in  the  household,  it  seems  unlikely  that  the  level  of  living  could  be 
improved  with  the  income  remaining  in  the  $l,000-to-$  1,999  inter- 
val; it  is  also  questionable  whether  there  would  be  much  or  any 
improvement  for  those  with  a  family  income  only  one  interval 
higher.  For  those  with  a  difference  of  2  or  more  levels  of  $1,000 
each,  it  is  assumed  that  although  the  size  of  household  tends  to 
increase  with  income  and  may  have  been  large  enough  to  lead  to 


There  is  some  evidence  that  family  incomes,  in  general,  are  understated  as 
compared  with  unit  incomes  (see  below,  page  219,  in  appendix  A). 
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a  low  per-person  income,  in  many  instances  there  may  have  been 
an  improvement  in  the  level  of  living  for  the  elderly  couple.  At  [ 
the  higher  levels,  ?2,000-to-$2,999  and  $3,000-to-$3,999,  for  more 
than  half  the  couples  the  unit  and  family  income  did  not  differ 
in  level,  suggesting  that  a  number  of  this  group  were  aiding  in 
the  support  of  children  or  other  relatives  living  with  them;  for 
about  a  third,  however,  family  income  was  greater  by  two  or  more 
levels. 

The  greater  dependency  of  nonmarried  women  is  clearly  brought 
out  when  the  difference  between  their  own  and  family  income 
levels  is  examined  in  this  way.  About  two-thirds  of  the  nonmarried 
women  living  with  relatives  had  incomes  of  less  than  $1,000,  but 
three-quarters  of  these  women  were  in  families  with  incomes  of 
$2,000  or  more ;  as  a  matter  of  fact,  more  than  half  of  them  were 
in  families  with  incomes  of  $4,000  or  more,  although  their  own 
contribution  was  relatively  minor.  Even  when  the  individual's 
income  was  in  the  $2,000-to-$2,999  class,  not  many  more  than  a 
third  were  still  in  this  range  when  other  members'  income  was 
added,  and  more  than  half  were  in  families  with  $4,000  or  more 
(table  12.18) . 

The  differences  in  income  position  of  nonmarried  men,  when 
measured  by  their  own  or  the  family  income,  though  not  so  strik- 
ing, more  nearly  resemble  those  of  nonmarried  women  than  of 
couples. 

HOMEOWNERSHIP 

Homeownership,  as  demonstrated  in  the  first  section  of  this 
chapter,  does  not  appear  to  be  associated  with  whether  couples 
live  with  relatives.  About  the  same  proportions  of  homeowners  as 
nonhomeowners  had  relatives  living  with  them.  On  the  other  hand, 
among  the  nonmarried,  who  were  less  likely  to  be  homeowners, 
those  who  did  own  homes  were  less  apt  to  be  living  with  relatives 
than  were  those  who  did  not  own  their  homes. 

Homeowners  had,  on  the  average,  higher  money  incomes  than 
those  who  did  not  own  their  homes  (table  5.1)  and,  in  addition, 
they  had  lower  housing  expenses  when  the  home  was  free  of  mort- 
gage, which  was  usually  the  case.  Hence  more  homeowners  than 
nonhomeowners  were  able  to  and  did  maintain  their  own  household 
rather  than  share  their  homes  with  relatives.  When  nonmarried 
men  and  women  homeowners  shared  with  relatives,  the  following 
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summary  comparisons  of  median  incomes  suggest  that  they  made 
a  greater  contribution  to  the  family  income  than  did  nonowners 
(see  also  table  12.16)  : 

Nonhome-  Home- 
owner 1  owner 


Married  couples 
Unit  income: 

No  relatives  present   $2 , 700       $3 , 035 

Relatives  present   2 , 040        2 , 890 

Family  income   3,560  4,025 

Nonmarried  men 
Unit  income: 

No  relatives  present   1,510  1,770 

Relatives  present   1 , 230         1 , 965 

Family  income   4,635  4,145 

Nonmarried  women 
Unit  income: 

No  relatives  present   1 , 095         1 , 440 

Relatives  present   750         1 , 205 

Family  income   4,980  3,650 


1  Estimated  as  a  residual  from  data  on  all  units  and  data  on  homeowning  units. 

The  family  income  of  nonmarried  homeowners  was  substan- 
tially lower  than  the  family  income  of  nonowners,  in  spite  of  their 
own  greater  contribution.  Many  nonmarried  homeowners  appar- 
ently were  not  living  at  a  much  higher  level  through  sharing  than 
if  they  had  lived  without  relatives — perhaps  about  two-fifths  of 
those  with  income  below  $3,000  (table  12.17) .  A  larger  proportion 
closer  to  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  of  the  nonhomeowners,  evi- 
denced a  difference  of  two  or  more  levels  between  their  own  and 
their  family  income. 

Health 

The  economic  situation  is  not  the  only  motivation  for  the  sharing 
of  living  arrangements.  Poor  health  of  the  parent  may  at  times 
be  the  major  reason  for  the  elderly  to  live  with  a  younger  house- 
hold. The  data  from  the  1963  Survey,  however,  do  not  supply  sup- 
porting evidence  that  this  is  a  significant  determining  factor. 
About  15  percent  of  the  survey  units  reporting  on  income  described 
their  health  as  poor.  About  the  same  proportion  of  these  lived  with 
relatives  as  was  true  for  all  units.  The  following  data,  from  tables 
12.14  and  12.19  on  the  median  income  of  units  reporting  poor 
health,  and  median  income  of  the  family  compared  with  the 
medians  for  all  reporting  income,  do  emphasize,  however,  that  poor 
health  is  associated  with  low  income : 
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Total  Reporting 
units        poor  health 


Couples 

Unit  income: 

No  relatives  present   $2 , 940          $2 , 125 

Relatives  present   2 , 695           1 , 750 

Family  income   3 , 970           2 , 655 

Nonmarried  men 
Unit  income: 

No  relatives  present   1,510  1,330 

Relatives  present   1,455  970 

Family  income   4,460  3,710 

Nonmarried  women 
Unit  income: 

No  relatives  present   1 , 255  980 

Relatives  present   860  735 

Family  income   4,470  3,495 

It  may  be  significant  that  the  median  family  income  of  couples 
with  poor  health  was  especially  low.  This  finding  is  consistent  with 
other  evidence  that  couples  were  more  frequently  helping  to  sup- 
port nonearners  or  low-earning  young  sons  or  daughters  than  were 
nonmarried  men  and  women.  With  the  earning  power  of  the  couple 
impaired  by  ill  health,  the  family  income  suffered.  Of  course  poor 
health  is  associated  with  poor  environmental  conditions ;  the  income 
of  other  relatives  may  also  have  been  low,  on  the  average,  as  com- 
pared with  the  income  of  the  relatives  of  those  reporting  good  or 
fair  health. 

Beneficiary  Status  and  Age 

Differences  in  median  income  between  those  receiving  and  those 
not  receiving  OASDHI  benefits,  and  between  those  aged  62  and  64 
and  those  aged  65  and  over  have  been  described  in  chapter  3.  In 
general,  such  differences  appear  whether  or  not  people  were  living 
with  relatives.  Beneficiary  status  appeared  to  have  little  effect  on 
the  proportion  of  units  living  with  relatives,  although  a  somewhat 
larger  proportion  of  nonbeneficiary  than  beneficiary  married 
couples  and  nonmarried  women  lived  with  relatives. 

Married  nonbeneficiaries  had  higher  income  than  beneficiaries, 
regardless  of  whether  they  lived  with  relatives,  but  nonmarried 
nonbeneficiaries  had  less  income  than  beneficiaries  (table  12.14) . 
The  median  income  of  nonmarried  nonbeneficiary  women  living 
with  relatives  was  particularly  low — only  $665.  Certainly  a  large 
number  of  these  must  have  been  women  without  earnings  or  assets, 
largely  supported  by  their  families.  In  aggregate,  there  were  more 
than  a  million  nonbeneficiary  nonmarried  women  living  with  rela- 
tives in  1962. 
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The  married  couples  and  nonmarried  women  in  the  62-to-64  age 
group  were  most  likely  to  double-up  with  relatives  at  the  very  low- 
est income  level.  This  is  the  same  pattern  that  has  been  described 
for  the  65-and-over  age  group.  Only  13  percent  of  the  married 
couples  aged  62  to  64,  for  example,  who  did  not  live  with  relatives 
had  incomes  of  less  than  $2,000,  whereas  23  percent  of  those  liv- 
ing with  relatives  had  less  than  this  amount.  Of  the  nonmarried 
women  who  did  not  live  with  relatives,  25  percent  had  incomes  of 
less  than  $1,000;  41  percent  of  th^3«^  living  with  relatives  were  in 
this  low  income  group  (table  12.15).  Similar  relationships  were 
found  for  both  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries. 

Nonmarried  men  in  the  older  age  group,  while  not  reversing  this 
income/living  arrangement  pattern,  did  not  show  the  pattern  in 
the  same  clear-cut  fashion.  In  the  younger  age  group  it  might 
appear  that  those  living  with  relatives  had  a  higher  median  income 
than  those  who  did  not,  but  the  groups  are  too  small  to  provide  a 
firm  basis  for  such  a  conclusion. 


Although  asset  holdings  constitute  one  source  of  income  and  are 
highly  correlated  with  size  of  income,  the  survey  data  suggest  that 
savings  in  the  form  of  financial  assets — more  important  in  the  ag- 
gregate than  the  value  of  owned  homes — may  themselves  be  a 
factor  in  determining  whether  the  elderly  are  able  to  maintain 
their  own  household  without  doubling-up  with  relatives.  Certainly 
the  median  holdings  of  such  assets  and  of  the  major  component, 
liquid  assets,  as  well,  ^re  larger  for  those  not  living  with  relatives 
than  for  those  living  with  relatives,  especially  among  couples  and 
nonmarried  women  (table  12.20) . 

A  much  larger  proportion  of  married  couples  and  nonmarried 
women  who  lived  with  relatives  than  of  those  with  no  relatives 
present  were  without  financial  assets.  This  suggests  that,  unlike 
homeownership,  financial  assets  may  be  a  discriminating  factor 
in  the  determination  of  living  arrangements  for  couples.  The  fol- 
lowing tabulation  compares  the  percent  of  homeowners  and  non- 
owners  who  live  with  relatives,  and  the  percent  of  those  with  some 
financial  assets  and  those  with  no  such  assets  who  live  with  rela- 
tives : 


Assets 


Homeownership 


Financial  assets 


Owner 


Nonowner 


Some 


None 


Couples  

Nonmarried  men.  .  . 
Nonmarried  women 


26 
37 
39 


29 
45 
56 


23 
42 
44 


41 
43 
58 
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About  two-fifths  of  the  married  couples  who  had  no  financial  assets 
lived  with  relatives,  but  less  than  a  fourth  of  those  who  had  some 
financial  assets  did  so. 

It  has  been  stressed  that  more  couples  than  nonmarried  men 
and  women  were  probably  aiding  relatives  (sons  and  daughters) 
than  were  being  aided  by  them;  nevertheless,  from  about  a  third 
to  two-fifths  of  the  couples  with  incomes  of  less  than  $4,000  were 
in  families  with  income  appreciably  above  their  own,  and  we  may 
presume  that  these  couples  were  often  at  least  partially  dependent 
on  their  relatives  (table  12.18) .  It  seems  likely  that  many  of  them 
were  from  the  group  with  no  financial  assets. 

About  three-fourths  of  the  elderly  reported  having  approxi- 
mately the  same  amount  of  financial  assets  at  the  end  of  1962  as 
a  year  before.  On  the  whole,  those  living  with  relatives  were 
somewhat  less  likely  to  report  a  change  than  were  those  living 
alone  (table  12.21).  Those  with*  no  relatives  present  were  more 
likely  either  to  be  increasing  their  savings  or  drawing  upon  them, 
but  the  differences  between  those  living  with  and  without  relatives 
were  small.  Many  with  no  change  probably  had  no  assets  at  the 
beginning  or  end  of  the  year.  Decreases  in  all  instances  were  more 
frequent  than  increases.^ 

The  median  financial  assets  of  units  not  living  with  relatives 
were  greater  than  such  assets  of  those  living  with  relatives  for  both 
the  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries  except  for  the  nonbeneficiary 
men. 

Contributions  To  and  From  Persons  Outside  the  Household 

Sharing  a  home  is  not  the  only  way  of  helping  out  an  aged 
parent  or  other  relative.  Cash  contributions,  regular  and  occa- 
sional, or  the  direct  payment  of  bills  for  such  items  as  food,  cloth- 
ing, and  housing  may  sometimes  make  the  difference  between  being 
able  and  not  being  able  to  maintain  an  independent  household. 

Contributions  in  cash  have  been  counted  as  part  of  income,  and 
form  a  small  part  of  the  income  of  the  aged  (see  chapter  3).  Less 
than  5  percent  of  the  units  received  such  help,  and  in  aggregate 
this  constituted  barely  1  percent  of  the  total  income.  However, 
for  some  groups  the  proportion  receiving  contributions  is  not  in- 
significant. Of  the  nonmarried  women  aged  65  and  over  not  living 
with  relatives,  for  example,  6  percent  received  cash  contributions — 
well  over  half  in  amounts  of  $100  or  more  (table  12.22).  More 
numerous  were  those  receiving  help  with  payment  of  bills — more 

5  See  chapter  4,  above,  for  analysis  of  changes  in  assets  associated  with  size 
of  holdings. 
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than  a  tenth  of  the  women  with  no  relatives  present;  and  among 
those  in  the  lowest  income  group,  17  percent  received  either  cash 
contributions  or  help  with  bills  from  persons  outside  the  house- 
hold. Nonmarried  men  were  less  likely  to  receive  cash  contribu- 
tions than  nonmarried  women,  but  nearly  as  large  a  proportion 
of  men  as  of  women  received  help  in  the  form  of  payment  of  bills. 
In  general,  contributions  were  more  often  received  by  those  living 
without  relatives  than  by  those  sharing  arrangements. 

The  elderly  not  only  received  contributions  toward  their  support 
from  persons  outside  the  household ;  some  made  such  contributions 
on  a  regular  basis  to  their  children,  to  their  parents,  or  to  other 
relatives.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  number  of  units  making  such 
contributions  was,  if  anything,  greater  than  the  number  receiving 
them,  although  if  payment  of  bills  were  also  taken  into  account 
the  net  amount  of  help  received  from  persons  outside  the  household 
may  have  been  as  great  as  or  greater  than  the  amount  given.  The 
groups  making  such  contributions  were  concentrated  at  the  oppo- 
site ends  of  the  age/income  scale  from  those  receiving  them,  as 
shown  by  the  percentage  of  units  in  the  specified  groups,  with 
regular  contributions  for  support  either  made  to  others  or  received 
from  others  outside  their  household  as  follows: 


Married 
couples 


Nonmarried  Nonmarried 


Aged  65  and  over: 
Low  income  group . 


To  From  To  From 
others  others  others  others 


To  From 
others  others 


1 

5 

1 

3 

2 

4 

10 

1 

7 

7 

1 

11 

2 

/  7 

t] 

\  3 

\    2  / 


About  3  or  4  percent  of  the  units  reported  making  a  large  gift 
to  others  during  1962  (tables  12.23  and  12.24).  The  proportion 
receiving  large  gifts  of  money  could  not  have  been  very  different, 
since  only  4  to  5  percent  reported  the  receipt  of  such  nonrecurring 
items  as  inheritances,  gifts,  lump-sum  life  insurance,  refunds,  or 
awards  for  damages.  Such  help  may  indeed  have  been  important 
to  individual  donors  or  recipients  but  seemed,  in  the  aggregate, 
not  to  be  a  significant  feature  of  the  financial  situation  of  the 
elderly. 
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CHANGES  IN  LIVING  ARRANGEMENTS,  1951-63 

Since  the  reasons  for  doubling-up  with  relatives  are  numerous, 
trends  over  time  in  the  proportion  who  do  so  must  be  the  net  result 
of  a  variety  of  changing  conditions.  Changes  in  the  level  of  income 
and  its  distribution,  and  in  the  available  supply  of  housing  are 
doubtless  among  the  major  factors. 

Comparisons  of  data  from  three  surveys  of  OASDHI  benefici- 
aries suggest  that  the  proportion  of  people  aged  65  and  over  living 
with  relatives  declined  over  the  dozen  years  from  1951  to  1963. 
The  percentages  of  full-year  beneficiaries  with  relatives  in  the 
household  in  the  three  survey  years  were  as  follows : 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

1951  

  31 

45 

55 

1957  

  23 

41 

45 

1963  

  22 

37 

43 

Each  of  the  marital  categories  showed  an  overall  decline  from 
1951  to  1963  in  the  proportion  of  units  who  shared  living  arrange- 
ments with  relatives.  Among  married  couples  and  nonmarried 
women,  the  decline  was  relatively  sharp  from  1951  to  1957,  with 
little  or  no  decline  occurring  thereafter.  Nonmarried  men,  on  the 
other  hand,  did  not  show  as  sharp  a  decline  during  the  earlier 
period,  but  the  proportion  living  with  relatives  continued  to  decline 
at  about  the  same  rate  through  1962. 


Chapter  13 


FOOD  AND  HOUSING 
EXPENDITURES 

Food  and  housing  are  leading  items  in  family  budgets  all  over  the 
world.  Although  a  larger  proportion  of  income  is  spent  on  these 
items  in  low-income,  developing  countries  than  in  the  United 
States,  food  and  housing  are  still  the  major  expenditures  of 
families  in  the  United  States.  Clothing,  which  used  to  rank  third, 
has  been  displaced  in  recent  years  by  transportation.  For  the  aged, 
whose  pattern  of  expenditures  differs  from  younger  families  in 
various  ways,  medical  care  is  the  third  largest  category  of  expense. 

The  following  discussion  concerns  the  food  and  housing  expend- 
itures of  units  aged  65  and  over  living  alone  and  constituting 
separate  households.  Data  on  expenditures  for  these  goods  and 
services,  although  of  intrinsic  interest,  were  collected  primarily 
for  the  direct  light  they  might  throw  on  the  level  of  living  of  the 
aged,  independent  of  their  income. 

Expenditures  for  food  and  housing  of  the  aged  who  are  living 
with  others  are  difficult  to  estimate;  the  combined  family  unit 
introduces  complications  of  prorating  total  family  expenditure  to 
the  aged  person  or  couple  and  to  other  household  members.  The 
analysis  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  was  therefore  limited  to 
units  with  no  other  persons  in  the  household  who  had  maintained 
such  a  household  during  all  of  1962.  For  housing,  and  therefore 
for  much  of  the  detail,  analysis  was  further  limited  to  those  not 
living  on  farms  because  it  is  not  possible  to  separate  the  personal 
housing  expenses  of  farm  owners  from  their  farm  business  ex- 
penses. 

Food  expenses  include  the  amount  for  food  bought  for  household 
consumption  and  carried  for  lunches  and  the  cost  of  meals  or  snacks 
in  cafeterias  or  restaurants,  and  exclude  the  amount  for  cigarettes, 
cleaning  supplies,  paper  products,  and  other  goods  usually  bought 
in  grocery  stores.  Housing  costs  include  payments  on  mortgages, 
real  estate  taxes,  insurance,  amounts  for  home  repairs  and  plumb- 
ing, and  bills  for  such  items  as  electricity,  gas,  water,  and  trash 
removal. 

About  55  percent  of  the  married  couples  aged  65  and  over,  26 
percent  of  the  nonmarried  men,  and  30  percent  of  the  nonmarried 
women  lived  in  nonfarm  areas  and  reported  on  their  food  and 
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housing  expenditures.  Relatively  few  of  those  aged  65  and  over, 
most  of  them  couples,  lived  alone  on  farms  and  also  met  the  re- 
quirements, and  reported  on  their  food  expenditures.^ 

Housekeeping  units  presumably  had  higher  incomes  in  general 
than  did  those  not  living  alone.  The  median  incomes  of  units  with 
no  relatives  present  were  higher  than  the  incomes  of  units  with 
relatives  (table  12.14),  and  housekeeping  units  formed  a  major 
part  of  the  former  group  (table  12.1) .  That  the  income  of  the  non- 
farm  group  living  alone  was  above  average  may  also  be  inferred 
from  the  fact  that  there  were  proportionately  fewer  in  the  low  in- 
come group  and  more  in  the  top  income  group  than  was  true  for 
all  units  65  and  over.^ 

FACTORS  AFFECTING  FOOD  AND  HOUSING 
EXPENDITURES 

The  average  expenditures  for  food  and  housing  in  1962  for 
those  reporting  on  these  items  were  about  $1,760  for  married 
couples,  $1,200  for  nonmarried  men,  and  $1,100  for  nonmarried 
women  (table  13.1).  Married  couples  and  nonmarried  men  spent 
slightly  more  than  half  of  these  amounts  on  food,  while  nonmarried 
women  spent  only  two-fifths.  Thus  the  women  spent  considerably 
less  (25  percent),  on  the  average,  for  food  than  did  the  men  ($468 
compared  to  $624),  but  a  little  more  (10  percent)  on  housing 
($631  compared  to  $575).  The  per-person  food  expenditure  of  the 
married  couples  ($459)  was  about  10  percent  less  than  the  aver- 
age for  the  nonmarried  ($507) . 

There  are  several  factors  that  may  account  for  these  differences. 
On  a  per  capita  basis,  there  are  economies  in  food  and  housing 
expense  in  two-person  households  as  against  one-person  households. 
For  example,  the  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture  estimated  that, 
for  the  same  level  of  dietary  adequacy,  food  expenses  of  a  one- 
person  unit  were  almost  10  percent  higher  per  person  than  those 
of  a  two-person  household.^  Food  requirements  for  men  are,  of 
course,  greater  than  for  women.  Income  and  age  differences  are 
also  factors. 


1  These  figures  understate  the  proportion  of  aged  units  "living  alone"  since 
those  who  kept  house  only  part  of  the  year,  and  those  who  did  not  report  on 
food  or  housing  expenditures  are  not  included. 

2  Of  the  nonfarm  married  couples  reporting  food  and  housing  expenditures 
and  income,  28  percent  were  in  the  low  income  group,  35  percent  in  the  top 
income  group;  and  the  corresponding  figures  for  nonmarried  men  were  24 
percent  and  41  percent,  and  for  nonmarried  women,  18  percent  and  47  percent. 

3  Family  Food  Plans  and  Food  Costs,  Home  Economics  Research,  Research 
Report  No.  20,  Agricultural  Research  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, November  1962,  pp.  52-54. 
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Income 

Expenditures  for  most  items  in  the  budget,  or  consumption  cate- 
gories, increase  with  income.  Food  expense  is  the  classic  example 
of  the  category  that  increases  less  than  proportionately  with  in- 
come. The  relationship  of  income  and  housing  expense  is  less  well 
determined,  but  evidence  suggests  that  with  income  measured  as 
in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  the  increase  in  housing  expendi- 
tures, though  greater  than  food,  is  also  proportionately  less  than 
income.^ 

The  survey  data  conform  to  these  expectations.  Thus  when  non- 
farm  housekeeping  units  aged  65  and  over  were  grouped  into  the 
three  customary  income  classes,  food  expenditures  per  person  in 
the  low  income  group  averaged  in  the  $800-to-$400  range  but 
roughly  50  to  100  percent  greater  in  the  high  income  group  (table 
13.2) .  Housing  expenditures  were  from  about  two  to  two  and  one- 
half  times  greater  in  the  top  income  group  than  in  the  low  income 
group.  Average  income,  on  the  other  hand,  was  probably  from  4  to 
6  times  greater. 

The  greatest  increase  with  income  in  food  expenditures  occurred 
among  nonmarried  men;  the  average  increased  from  $391  in  the 
low,  to  $858  in  the  top,  income  group.  Men,  it  is  believed,  eat  out 
more  than  women  do,  and  food-consumption  surveys  suggest  that 
food  away  from  home  is  one  of  the  items  in  the  food  category  that 
increase  relatively  as  income  increases. 

Of  more  concern  than  the  increase  in  expenditures  with  income 
is  the  analysis  of  expenditures  for  food  and  housing  as  a  percent 
of  income.  The  proportion  of  a  household's — or  nation's — resources 
devoted  to  such  necessities  has  sometimes  been  used  as  a  rough 
index  of  its  well-being.  Although  there  is  no  precise  percentage 
point  that  could  be  taken  except  arbitrarily  to  separate  those  who 
are  well-off  from  those  who  are  not,  it  is  presumed  here  that  aged 
units  who  must  or  do  spend  75  percent  or  more  of  their  income  for 
food  and  housing  have  little  left  for  other  needs,  such  as  health  and 
personal  care,  clothing,  and  transportation.  On  the  other  hand, 
expenditures  for  food  and  housing  amounting  to  less  than  50  per- 
cent of  income  would  more  often  leave  a  comfortable  margin  for 
these  other  items. 

Nearly  a  fifth  of  the  couples  and  about  two-fifths  of  the  non- 
married  men  and  women  spent  75  percent  or  more  of  their  income 
for  food  and  housing  (table  13.4).  In  contrast,  a  little  more  than 
half  the  couples,  a  third  of  the  nonmarried  men,  and  a  fourth  of 


4  Margaret  C.  Reid,  Housing  and  Income  (Chicago:  University  of  Chicago 
Press,  1962),  p.  6. 
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nonmarried  women  spent  less  than  half  their  income  on  these 
items.  By  these  criteria,  married  couples  in  the  nonfarm  house- 
keeping group  were  better  off  than  nonmarried  men  and  women. 

More  of  those  in  the  low  income  groups  than  in  the  top  income 
groups,  of  course,  spent  a  large  proportion  of  their  income  for 
food  and  housing,  as  shown  by  the  following  percentages  of  units 
in  each  of  the  three  income  groups  spending  specified  amounts, 
summarized  from  table  13.5 : 

Low     Middle  High 

Married  couples: 

Under  50  percent   23  47  85 

75  percent  and  over   41  15  3 

Nonmarried  men: 

Under  50  percent   24  17  54 

75  percent  and  over   51  52  15 

Nonmarried  women: 

Under  50  percent   10  9  43 

75  percent  and  over   73  61  18 

The  progression  of  improvement  in  the  level  of  living,  insofar 
as  the  increase  in  the  proportion  spending  less  than  50  percent  or 
the  decrease  in  the  proportion  spending  75  percent  or  more  as  in- 
come increases  measures  such  improvement,  is  most  clear-cut  for 
married  couples.  Thus  the  proportion  spending  less  than  50  per- 
cent doubled  from  the  low  to  the  middle  income  group  and  was 
nearly  four  times  as  high  for  the  top  income  group  as  for  the  bot- 
tom third.  The  proportion  spending  75  percent  or  more  decreased 
from  41  percent  to  15  percent  to  3  percent. 

The  progressions  for  the  nonmarried  are  not  so  consistent.  They 
may  serve  as  a  reminder  that,  while  income  thirds  were  defined  by 
rankings  of  all  units  within  each  of  the  three  groups — married 
couples,  nonmarried  men,  and  nonmarried  women,  equivalence  of 
living  level  among  the  marital  status/sex  groups  within  the  low, 
middle,  and  top  income  classes  is  not  necessarily  implied.  In  fact, 
if  the  proportions  of  units  spending  less  than  50  percent  for  food 
and  housing  (or  more  than  75  percent)  be  accepted  as  a  measure, 
the  units  seem  to  fall  roughly  within  four  broad  groups.  The  high- 
est consists  of  married  couples  with  top  incomes,  with  the  great 
majority,  85  percent,  falling  in  the  below-50-percent  group.  The 
second  highest  consists  of  married  couples  in  their  middle  income 
range  and  the  top  income  class  of  nonmarried  men  and  nonmarried 
women.  Approximately  half  these  units  spent  less  than  50  percent 
of  their  income  for  food  and  housing.  In  the  lower  middle  group 
would  fall  the  low-income  married  couples  and  the  low-  and  middle- 
income  nonmarried  men,  about  one-fifth  of  whom  spent  less  than 
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50  percent  of  their  incomes  for  food  and  housing.  Finally,  the  low- 
est group  consists  of  nonmarried  women  in  their  low  and  middle 
income  range,  with  1  in  10  spending  less  than  50  percent  of  their 
income  for  food  and  housing. 

Decrease  In  Expenditures  With  Advancing  Age 

Food  expenditures  might  be  expected  to  decrease  as  older  persons 
age,  become  less  active,  and  have  smaller  requirements,  even  when 
their  financial  circumstances  remain  unchanged.  For  example, 
the  cost  of  the  food  plans  developed  by  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  runs  about  5  or  10  percent  less  for  men  and  women 
75  years  old  and  over  than  for  those  55  to  74  years  of  age.^  It  is 
more  difficult  to  evaluate  possible  differences  in  housing  expendi- 
tures that  may  arise  from  curtailed  activities  and  needs  rather  than 
from  reduced  income  or  changes  in  family  living  arrangements. 
Homeowners  are  less  likely  to  have  mortgage  payments  to  make  on 
their  homes  in  the  73-years-and-over  group  than  in  the  62-to-64 
age  range,  and  it  is  sometimes  thought  that  many  in  the  older 
group  have  less  concern  with  the  upkeep  of  the  home,  which  would 
lead  to  smaller  expenditures.  However,  such  curtailments  are 
probably  most  apt  to  occur  as  a  reflection  of  reduced  income  rather 
than  as  a  result  of  reduced  requirements. 

The  expenditures  for  food  and  housing  of  those  aged  73  years 
and  over  were  approximately  25  percent  less  than  the  expenditures 
of  those  aged  62  to  64  (table  13.3).  For  married  couples,  the  re- 
duction in  expenditures  was  about  the  same  for  food  as  for  hous- 
ing, but  for  nonmarried  men  and  women  there  was  a  somewhat 
greater  reduction  in  housing  than  in  food  expenditures  with  ad- 
vancing age. 

The  reduction  in  incomes  with  advancing  age,  however,  was 
proportionately  greater.  This  may  be  inferred  from  the  progres- 
sive increase  in  the  percentages  in  each  age  group  who  spent  75 
percent  or  more  of  their  income  for  these  necessities  (table  13.6). 
Eleven  percent  of  the  couples  aged  62  to  64  spent  75  percent  or 
more  for  food  and  housing;  23  percent  of  those  aged  73  and  over 
spent  this  much.  The  corresponding  percentages  for  nonmarried 
men  were  16  and  44;  for  nonmarried  women,  28  and  47  percent. 

Beneficiaries  and  Nonbeneficiaries  Compared 

With  food  and  housing  expenditures  related  to  income  and  age 
as  described  above,  it  might  be  predicted  that  beneficiary  couples, 
who  were  generally  older  and  had  lower  income  than  nonbenefici- 


5  "Family  Food  Plans  1964,"  Family  Economics  Review,  October  1964. 
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ary  couples,  would  have  lower  expenditures  for  these  items.  Their 
expenditures  were  lower  by  some  14  percent,  amounting  to  $1,711 
as  compared  to  $1,991  spent  by  nonbeneficiaries  aged  65  and  over 
(table  13.1).  Within  the  same  income  grouping,  however,  the 
differences  in  the  expenditures  of  the  beneficiaries  and  nonbene- 
ficiaries were  smaller  (table  13.2).  In  the  case  of  the  nonmar- 
ried,  however,  it  was  the  beneficiaries  who  were  younger  and  had 
the  higher  incomes,  and  they  spent  about  15  percent  more  for  food 
and  housing  than  did  the  nonbeneficiaries.  These  facts  again  are 
reflected  in  the  pattern  of  the  proportion  of  income  spent  on  food 
and  housing  (except  for  the  nonmarried  men) .  For  example,  about 
two-thirds  of  the  nonbeneficiary  couples  spent  less  than  half  their 
income,  in  comparison  with  about  half  the  beneficiaries  (table 
13.4). 

HOMEOWNERSHIP 

Since  mortgage-principal  payments  have  been  included  in  hous- 
ing expenditures,  homeownership  status  affected  the  level  of  hous- 
ing costs.  There  was  a  somewhat  larger  proportion  of  homeowners 
among  these  nonfarm  housekeeping  units  living  alone  than  among 
all  aged  units — more  than  three-fourths  of  the  married  couples  and 
more  than  half  the  nonmarried  were  homeowners.^  About  6  out  of 
7  of  these  homeowners  had  paid  off  the  mortgage,  and  therefore 
had  expenses  only  for  such  items  as  repairs,  utilities,  taxes,  and 
insurance.  These  expenditures  came  to  $724  for  married  couples 
and  $544  for  nonmarried  women,  amounts  that  were  nearly 
doubled  when  mortgage  payments  were  added  to  the  costs  for  the 
small  group  among  the  aged  still  making  such  payments  (table 
13.7). 

The  expenditures  of  renters  were  some  $200  greater  than  those 
of  mortgage-free  homeowners  among  married  couples,  and  about 
$130  greater  among  the  nonmarried.  In  a  sense,  these  differences 
might  be  considered  as  a  rough  measure  of  the  income  return  on 
the  investment  in  the  fully  owned  home ;  however,  since  the  quality 
of  the  housing  of  homeowners  may  well  have  been  higher  than 
that  of  renters,  the  difference  probably  understates  the  imputed 
value  of  income  from  the  owned  home. 

In  general,  the  relative  housing  costs  of  owners  with  and  without 
a  mortgage  and  of  renters  were  consistent  among  the  different 
income  and  beneficiary  groups  (tables  13.7  and  13.8) . 

Differences  in  food  costs  of  owners  and  renters  were  smaller 
and  less  consistent  than  differences  in  housing  costs.  It  might  have 
been  expected  that  owners,  with  generally  higher  incomes,  would 


6  About  three-fourths  of  all  married  couples  and  nearly  two-fifths  of  all 
nonmarried  aged  65  and  over  were  homeowners  (see  chapter  12). 
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spend  more  for  food  than  renters ;  on  the  other  hand,  a  larger  pro- 
portion of  owners  than  of  renters  had  homegrown  food  and  could 
cut  down  on  their  money  expenditures.  Since  neither  large  nor 
consistent  differences  in  expenditures  for  food  were  observed,  ex- 
cept perhaps  among  nonmarried  men,  these  factors,  in  effect,  can- 
celed each  other.  This  is  especially  true  of  married  couples,  among 
whom  there  was  considerable  range  in  housing  expenditures,  de- 
pending on  whether  they  were  renting  or  paying  on  a  mortgage 
or  not.  These  circumstances,  however,  had  very  little  effect  on 
what  they  spent  for  food,  as  shown  in  the  following  tabulation 
from  table  13.7 : 

Average  expenditures 
of  married  couples 

Housing  Food 

Renters   $929  $945 

Owners   817  910 

Home  mortgaged   1 , 340  922 

Home  not  mortgaged   724  909 

When  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  owners  and  renters  are 
related  to  income,  therefore,  the  major  differences  may  be  ex- 
plained by  the  housing  component.  Thus  a  considerably  larger  pro- 
portion of  owners  with  no  mortgage  payments  than  of  renters  had 
expenditures  for  food  and  housing  that  came  to  less  than  50  per- 
cent of  their  income  (tables  13.9  and  13.10),  both  because  of  the 
lower  level  of  housing  costs  and  because  of  the  higher  income  of 
the  owners.  Of  course,  relatively  more  owners  with  no  mortgage 
payments  spent  less  than  50  percent  of  their  income  on  food  and 
housing  than  owners  still  making  such  payments. 

Food  Received  Without  Direct  Expense 

An  appreciable  number  of  the  aged — about  a  third  of  the  couples 
and  nearly  a  fifth  of  the  nonmarried  men  and  women  aged  65  and 
over  living  alone  (farm  and  nonfarm) — had  some  food  from  their 
own  gardens,  or  as  pay  or  gift,  or  from  such  sources  as  surplus 
food  distribution  or  food  stamp  programs.  The  value  of  such  food 
was  not  estimated;  however,  the  cash  expenditures  of  those  who 
did  not  receive  any  food  from  such  sources  were  substantially 
greater  than  the  expenditures  of  those  who  did,  as  shown  by  the 
following  figures  summarized  from  table  13.11  for  nonfarm  units: 

Average  food  expenditures 
 of  units  receiving —   


Any  food  without  No  food  without 
direct  expense      direct  expense 


Married  couples. . . . 
Nonmarried  men .  .  . 
Nonmarried  women 


$718 
404 
370 


$1,000 
684 
489 
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Although  homegrown  food  was  important  to  farm  residents, 
very  few  among  the  aged,  especially  among  the  nonmarried,  lived 
alone  on  farms.  Consequently,  when  data  for  farm  residents  are 
combined  with  those  for  the  aged  living  in  nonfarm  areas,  the  pic- 
ture is  much  the  same.  Differences  with  beneficiary  status  and 
with  income  are  shown  in  tables  13.12  and  13.13,  respectively. 

A  relatively  small  proportion  of  aged  units  received  food  as  pay 
or  gift  or  from  public  programs — about  2  percent  of  the  couples 
and  4  percent  of  the  nonmarried.  They  were,  of  course,  most  nu- 
merous among  those  with  low  incomes,  forming  approximately 
5  to  10  percent  of  the  low  or  middle  income  groups.  The  median 
cash  expenditure  for  food  of  all  public  assistance  recipients  was 
somewhat,  but  not  a  great  deal,  higher  than  the  cash  expenditures 
of  all  farm  units,  but  both  were  considerably  below  the  median 
expenditure  of  all  nonfarm  units  as  shown  by  the  following  dis- 
tributions of  public  assistance  recipients  and  of  all  farm  and  non- 
farm  units  aged  65  and  over,  living  alone,  by  per  capita  food 
expenditure : 

Nonmarried  men 
 Married  couples  and  women  


Public  Public 
assist-  assist- 
All         ance  All  ance 
nonfarm    recip-  Farm    nonfarm    recip-  Farm 
units       ients  units       units       ients  units 


Number  reporting 


(thousands)   3,020  220  317  2,507  485  93 

Total  percent   100  100  100  100  100  100 

Under  $300   26  50  70  24  35  38 

$300-399   24  28  12  17  22  23 

$400-499   16  14  8  17  22  20 

$500  and  over   34  8  10  41  22  19 

Median  expense   $400  $300  $245  $450  $360  $340 


Since  more  farm  units  received  food  without  direct  expense  than 
either  the  units  receiving  public  assistance  or  the  total  nonfarm 
group,  it  may  well  be  that  their  actual  food  consumption  was 
greater.  About  87  percent  of  the  married  couples  on  farms  and 
nearly  half  the  nonmarried  had  homegrown  food;  on  the  other 
hand,  about  half  the  public  assistance  recipients  among  married 
couples  had  food  without  direct  expense — some  15  percent  from 
food  programs  or  gift  or  pay. 

Among  nonfarm  residents,  about  a  fifth  to  a  third  of  the  home- 
owners had  some  home-produced  food,  but  less  than  a  tenth  of  the 
renters  did  so.  Most  of  the  10  to  20  percent  of  those  in  the  high 
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income  groups  who  reported  having  homegrown  foods  were  doubt- 
less homeowners.  Food  expenditures  increased  with  income  more 
sharply  among  those  who  had  no  food  without  direct  expense  than 
among  those  who  did. 

ESTIMATES  OF  NUTRITIONAL  ADEQUACY 

Food-consumption  surveys  conducted  by  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  have  demonstrated  that  the  nutritional  adequacy  of 
household  diets  is  related  to  food  expenditures;  hence  data  from 
the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  although  providing  no  information 
on  food  quantities  from  which  to  evaluate  their  nutritive  content 
directly,  may  nevertheless  be  used  to  estimate  the  number  of  units 
who  probably  had  poor  diets.  For  example,  a  study  of  OASDHI 
beneficiaries  in  one-  or  two-person  housekeeping  households  con- 
ducted by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  Rochester,  New  York, 
in  1957,  found  that  about  a  third  of  the  households  were  spending 
less  than  the  low-cost  food  plan  developed  by  the  Department  and, 
of  these,  nearly  two-thirds  had  diets  classified  as  ''poor."  When 
expenditures  were  above  the  low-cost  level,  only  about  10  percent 
of  the  diets  were  classed  as  poor.^ 

The  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture's  low-cost  food  plan^  as 
priced  in  1962  amounted  to  about  $650  per  year  for  married 
couples  aged  55  to  74  and  $630  for  married  couples  aged  75  and 
over.  The  corresponding  figures  for  nonmarried  men  were  $395 
and  $385,  and  for  nonmarried  women,  $310  and  $305,  respectively. 
It  seems  very  likely,  then,  that  most  of  the  units  shown  by  the 
1963  Survey  to  have  spent  less  than  $300  per  person  for  food  in 
1962  who  had  no  food  from  supplementary  sources  had  poor  diets 
as  defined  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  Twenty-one  percent 
of  the  married  couples  who  had  no  food  without  direct  expense 
spent  less  than  $300  per  person  for  food;  the  corresponding  fig- 
ures for  nonmarried  men  and  nonmarried  women  were  13  percent 
and  23  percent,  respectively.  These  are  probably  conservative  esti- 
mates of  those  with  poor  diets.  Although  some  of  those  who  had 

7  Food  Consumption  and  Dietary  Levels  of  Older  Households  in  Rochester, 
New  York,  Home  Economics  Research  Report  No.  25.  Agricultural  Research 
Service,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  p.  48.  Diets  were  classified  in 
relation  to  levels  of  nutrient  intake  that  the  Food  and  Nutrition  Board  of  the 
National  Research  Council  recommends  as  normally  desirable  goals  or  objec- 
tives toward  which  to  aim  in  planning  practical  dietaries.  Diets  were  classi- 
fied as  poor  if  food  brought  into  the  household  kitchen  during  the  survey  week 
contained  food  energy  and  eight  nutrients  that  fell  below  two-thirds  of  the 
recommended  level  in  one  or  more  nutrients  (pp.  89-90). 

8  See  Family  Food  Plans  and  Food  Costs,  Home  Economics  Research  Report 
No.  20,  Agricultural  Research  Service,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
November  1962.  Quarterly  pricing  of  the  food  plans  is  published  in  Family 
Economics  Review. 
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homegrown  or  surplus  food  but  spent  less  than  $300  per  person 
doubtless  had  food  equivalent  in  value  to  the  low-cost  food  plan  or 
more,  it  is  unlikely  that  all  of  them  did  so.  It  would  appear  that 
between  20  to  30  percent  of  those  aged  65  and  over  who  lived  alone 
did  not,  or  were  not  able  to,  spend  enough  for  food  to  achieve  fair 
or  good  diets  without  great  difficulty  (tables  13.12  and  13.14) . 

Most  of  those  spending  less  than  $300  per  person  for  food  were 
concentrated  in  the  low  or  middle  income  groups.  Such  differences 
as  were  found  between  beneficiaries  and  nonbeneficiaries,  or  be- 
tween homeowners  and  renters,  were  in  general  consistent  with 
income  differences  among  these  groups. 

As  per  capita  food  expenditures  increase,  the  proportion  with 
poor  diets  tends  to  decrease  and  the  proportion  with  good  diets,  to 
increase.*^  Although  food  surveys  suggest  that,  even  at  levels  com- 
parable to  the  cost  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture's  liberal 
food  plans,  some  will  still  have  poor  diets  because  of  poor  selections 
from  the  nutritional  point  of  view,  nevertheless,  the  great  majority 
do  meet  the  criteria  for  good  diets.  Hence  it  may  be  assumed  that 
most  of  the  units  spending  $500  and  over  per  person  could  and  did 
achieve  good  diets.  About  a  third  of  the  nonfarm  married  couples 
and  nonmarried  women  aged  65  and  over  living  alone  and  half  the 
nonmarried  men  spent  $500  per  person  for  food  (table  13.14)  and 
about  three-fifths  of  the  nonfarm  units  aged  62  to  64  did  so  (table 
13.15).  These  are  doubtless  conservative  estimates  of  the  propor- 
tion with  good  diets.  Those  with  cash  expenditures  of  $300  to 
$499  achieving  good  diets  may  well  have  more  than  counterbal- 
anced those  spending  $500  or  more  who  failed  to  do  so,  especially 
since  some  had  food  without  direct  expense. 


9  Diets  are  classified  as  "good"  in  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture  House- 
hold Food  Consumption  surveys  if  food  brought  into  the  household  kitchen 
during  the  survey  week  contained  food  energy  and  eight  nutrients  in  quan- 
tities meeting  or  exceeding  amounts  recommended  by  the  National  Research 
Council  (Food  Consumption  and  Dietary  Levels  of  Older  Households  in 
Rochester,  New  York,  Home  Economics  Research  Report  No.  25,  Agricultural 
Research  Service,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture). 
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METHODOLOGY 
AND  VALIDATION 

The  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  was  undertaken  in  1962  by  the  Social  Security 
Administration  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare;  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  was  responsible  for  collecting  and  tabulating  the  infor- 
mation. Collection  was  carried  out  in  early  1963. 

SURVEY  DESIGN 

Interview  Unit 

The  basic  interview  unit  for  the  survey  was  an  ''aged  unit,"  which  was 
defined  as  a  married  couple  living  together,  either  member  of  which  was  aged 
62  or  older,  or  a  nonmarried  person  (including  persons  whose  spouse  had  a 
usual  residence  elsewhere)  who  was  aged  62  or  older. 

Sample  Design 

A  representative  multistage  area  probability  sample  of  the  universe  was 
used  as  the  basis  for  the  survey.  The  universe  was  composed  of  the  civilian 
population  aged  62  and  over  residing  in  the  50  States  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Ultimate  sample  units  consisted  of  a  representative  subsample  (one- 
half)  of  the  Current  Population  Survey  (CPS)  sample  ^  and  the  full  Quar- 
terly Household  Survey  (QHS),  to  create  the  sample  for  the  1963  Survey  of 
the  Aged.  The  ultimate  sample  units  in  the  1963  survey  sample,  therefore, 
were  selected  after  the  following  stages  of  sampling: 

The  standard  metropolitan  statistical  areas  and  counties  of  the  United 
States  were  grouped  into  about  1,.900  primary  sampling  units  (PSU). 

These  primary  sampling  units  were  then  grouped  into  strata  of  one  or  more 
primary  sampling  units  that  are  relatively  homogeneous  according  to  socioeco- 
nomic characteristics.  There  were  357  strata  for  the  CPS  and  333  for  the 
QHS.  The  333  represent  an  earlier  phase  of  the  evolution  of  the  first-stage 
design  of  the  CPS. 

Within  each  of  the  strata  a  single  primary  sampling  unit  was  selected  to 
represent  the  stratum.  The  357-area  CPS  design  is  composed  of  701  counties 
and  independent  cities;  and  the  333-area  QHS  design,  of  641  counties  and  inde- 
pendent cities,  with  very  substantial  overlap  between  the  two  sets. 

Within  each  of  the  primary  sampling  units  a  sample  of  housing  units  was 
selected.  Selections  were  made  from  housing  units  with  addresses  in  the  1960 
Census  listing  books,  building  permit  records,  and  current  listings  in  area 
segments.  A  procedure  was  also  used  to  provide  a  sample  of  units  missed  in 
the  census  and  for  additional  new  units  that  would  not  be  covered  in  the 
building  permit  records. 

Within  the  sample  units  about  8,500  aged  units  consisting  of  about  11,000 
aged  persons  was  the  expected  sample  size  for  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged. 

Survey  Collection  Stages 

Because  of  the  amount  and  complexity  of  the  information  being  requested, 
the  field  survey  was  conducted  in  two  stages.  In  the  first  stage,  begun  in  early 
January  1963,  respondents  were  identified  and  the  survey  was  explained  to 
them.  They  were  asked  to  provide  their  social  security  account  number  and 
such  identifying  information  not  already  available  from  the  CPS  or  QHS 
interview  as  is  usually  obtained  on  an  application  for  an  account  number 
(appendix  B,  items  la  and  lb).  Respondents  were  then  given  a  questionnaire 

'  For  a  complete  description  of  the  CPS  sample,  see  Bureau  of  the  Census,  The  Current 
Population  Survey — A  Report  on  Methodology,  Technical  Paper  No.  7,  1963.  The  QHS  sample 
design  is  similar  to  the  CPS  design. 
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to  complete  and  hold  for  an  interviewer  to  pick  up  in  a  subsequent  visit 
(appendix  B,  item  2).  In  the  second  stage,  completed  in  February  1963,  the 
interviewer  reviewed  the  answers  on  the  self -administered  form  and  filled  in 
a  second  questionnaire  relating  to  additional  topics  (appendix  B,  item  3) 
Altogether,  useful  questionnaires  were  completed  for  7,515  aged  units,  a  com- 
pletion rate  of  about  88  percent. 

Information  on  a  sample  of  the  aged  in  institutions  (long-stay  hospitals, 
nursing  homes,  and  homes  for  the  aged)  was  obtained  in  March  in  conjunction 
with  the  annual  CPS  that  includes  persons  of  all  ages  in  all  type  of  institu- 
tions (covered  at  half  the  sampling  ratio  used  for  persons  in  households).  A 
separate  questionnaire  (appendix  B,  item  4)  was  used  to  obtain  a  limited 
amount  of  data.  When  feasible,  these  data  were  obtained  directly  from  the 
sample  person;  otherwise  from  personnel  and/or  records  of  the  institution. 

Match  with  Social  Security  Records 

All  cases  were  checked  against  the  National  Employee  Index  and  other 
records  of  the  Social  Security  Administration.  The  identification  information 
collected  in  the  first  interview  included  name,  account  number,  date  of  birth, 
race,  sex,  marital  status,  parents'  name,  and  information  as  to  whether  they 
had  ever  received  OASDHI  benefits  (appendix  B,  items  la  and  lb).  A  schedule 
with  this  information  was  sent  from  the  Census  Bureau  to  the  control  unit  in 
the  Social  Security  Administration  for  the  8,378  units  identified  as  including 
one  or  more  persons  62  years  or  older. 

After  entry  on  a  control  register,  these  identification  schedules  were  sent  to 
the  Employee  Account  Number  (A/N)  reference  file.  This  is  a  screening  file 
of  more  than  200  million  names  used  to  locate  account  numbers;  it  also  cross- 
references  persons  entitled  to  benefits  on  other  A/N's.  The  identification 
schedules  were  screened  against  all  possible  account  numbers  in  this  file. 
When  the  information  in  the  identification  schedule  did  not  match  the  account 
number,  name,  or  date  of  birth,  or  when  the  respondent  had  a  common  name, 
several  different  A/N's  could  be  indicated  as  alternative  possibilities.  Cases 
for  which  an  A/N  was  located,  either  in  the  respondent's  name  or  in  a  cross- 
reference  account,  were  then  checked  against  the  A/N  application  file  (SS-5 
file) . 

The  information  in  the  SS-5  file  was  used  to  verify  the  A/N  information 
on  the  identification  schedule  and  to  eliminate  alternatives  suggested  by  the 
A/N  reference  file.  If  a  benefit  claim  had  been  filed,  the  case  was  sent  to  the 
appropriate  payment  center  for  verification  and  for  additional  data  from  the 
benefit  record.2  If  no  benefit  claim  had  been  filed  on  the  account,  the  inter- 
view identification  data  could  be  verified  from  the  SS-5.  As  an  added  precau- 
tion, however,  verified  account  numbers  were  also  sent  to  the  payment  center 
to  see  if  benefit  records  could  be  located  for  these  accounts. 

Eventually,  all  cases  for  which  an  A/N  had  been  verified  or  for  which  a 
claim  was  indicated  were  processed  through  a  payment  center.  Cases  with  a 
benefit  claim  in  file  were  matched  to  the  claims  folder  and  the  benefit  data 
were  coded  on  a  separate  benefit  record.  In  a  few  cases,  additional  records 
and  electronic  tapes  were  searched  to  complete  the  benefit  data  collection.  The 
information  recorded  included  primary  insurance  amount,  type  of  benefit, 
date  of  entitlement,  actuarial  reduction  status,  monthly  benefit  amount,  and 
number  of  months  paid  in  1962. 

Cases  in  which  the  information  on  the  identification  schedule  did  not  agree 
with  the  information  on  the  SS-5  were  examined  for  name  variations,  name 
changes,  street  addresses,  and  other  possible  variations  and  identifiers.  When 
positive  identification  could  not  be  made  from  any  of  the  A/N's  located  by 
the  A/N  reference  file,  the  case  was  sent  to  the  local  district  office  for  further 
examination. 

The  identification  schedules  of  about  200  cases  for  whom  no  A/N  was 
located,  but  for  whom  benefit  income  was  reported  in  the  interview,  were  sent 
to  the  district  office  in  their  residence  area  for  further  checking  through  the 
claims  development  file.  This  is  the  record  of  the  benefit  claims  application 
interview.   About  half  of  these  cases  were  identified  as  having  an  A/N  and 


~  In  some  cases,  a  claim  was  filed  on  more  than  one  A/N  and  copies  of  the  identification 
schedules  were  sent  to  as  many  payment  centers  as  indicated  by  the  A/N  areas. 
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a  record  of  a  benefit  claim.  These  cases  were  sent  back  to  the  SS-5  file  for 
verification  and  to  the  appropriate  payment  center  for  processing.  The  remain- 
ing cases  were  classified  as  nonbeneficiaries  and  the  benefit  income  reported 
in  the  interview  was  reclassified  as  "other  income." 

Respondents  for  whom  no  A/N  was  located  and  for  whom  no  benefit  income 
was  reported  were  not  expected  to  have  benefit  records,  but  a  10-percent  sub- 
sample  of  these  schedules  was  sent  to  the  district  offices  for  verification.  None 
of  these  cases  was  found  to  have  a  contact  record  or  a  benefit  claim.  These 
cases  were  also  classified  as  nonbeneficiaries. 

Of  the  8,378  units  screened  against  OASDHI  records,  a  benefit  status  was 
positively  determined  for  more  than  5,000  units,  and  the  possibility  of  an 
existing  benefit  record  was  virtually  eliminated  for  more  than  3,000  units.  In 
9  cases  the  information  was  insufficient  to  determine  that  a  benefit  record  did 
or  did  not  exist.  In  5  cases  for  which  beneficiary  status  was  established,  the 
claim  information  could  not  be  located. 

Aside  from  the  verification  of  beneficiary  status,  data  on  social  security 
benefit  income  have  been  used  to  test  the  validity  of  the  income  reporting  from 
the  survey  interview  and  to  examine  the  reporting  of  such  income  by  income 
class  and  other  variables. 

INFORMATION  OBTAINED 

The  first-stage  questionnaire  covered  health  insurance,  medical  care  costs, 
assets  and  debts,  and  income  (appendix  B,  item  2).  The  followup  interview 
obtained  more  detail  on  these  subjects  and  included  additional  questions  on 
other  subjects  such  as  home  tenure,  living  arrangements,  housing  and  food 
expenses  for  those  living  alone  and  labor-force  participation  and  work  experi- 
ence, as  well  as  special  questions  for  recent  widows  (appendix  B,  item  3). 

The  information  obtained  from  the  institutional  sample,  in  addition  to  such 
identifying  information  as  age,  sex,  and  type  of  institution,  related  primarily 
to  medical  care  and  income  (appendix  B,  item  4).  No  data  on  assets  and 
liabilities  or  work  experience,  for  example,  were  requested. 

These  questionnaires  were  supplemented  by  information  on  household  com- 
position and  family  income  from  the  Current,  Population  Survey  and  Quarterly- 
Housing  Survey  interviews  (appendix  B,  item  5)  as  well  as  the  Social  Secur- 
ity Administration  records  described  above, 

ESTIMATION  PROCEDURES 

The  estimates  presented  in  this  report  are  therefore  derived  from  both  the 
field  collection  and  the  OASDHI  program  information.  The  basic  data  for  each 
unit  were  weighted  as  follows: 

Adjustment  for  Noninterview 

Some  of  the  sample  units  did  not  provide  usable  questionnaires.  For  most 
households,  however,  there  was  some  limited  information  that  could  be  utilized 
in  the  noninterview-adjustment  process.  Interviewed  units  having  character- 
istics similar  to  those  of  noninterviewed  units  were  selected  at  random  and 
given  a  weighting  factor  of  2  to  adjust  for  units  not  interviewed.  The  char- 
acteristics used  in  identifying  similarities  between  interviewed  and  noninter- 
viewed units  were  geographic  area,  size  of  aged  unit  (1  or  2  persons),  age 
and  race  of  the  head  of  the  unit,  and  sex  for  one-person  units. 

First-Stage  Ratio  Estimation 

The  first  stage  of  ratio  estimation  takes  into  account  differences  at  the  time 
of  the  last  census  in  the  distribution  by  race  and  residence  of  the  population 
estimated  from  the  sample  PSU's  and  that  of  the  total  population  in  each  of 
the  four  major  regions  of  the  country.  This  stage  of  estimation  has  the  effect 
of  reducing  somewhat  the  contribution  of  sampling  variability  arising  from 
the  selection  of  sample  areas  in  the  first  stage  of  sampling. 

Second-Stage  Ratio  Estimation 

The  second-stage  ratio  estimation  used  the  results  of  the  1963  Survey  of  the 
Aged  after  the  noninterview  adjustment  and  the  first-stage  ratio  estimation  to 
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provide  distribution  of  characteristics  within  age  and  race  groups.  Inde- 
pendent estimates  of  the  civilian  population  aged  62  and  over  by  race,  sex,  and 
age  groups  were  then  multiplied  by  the  distributions  derived  from  the  survey 
to  create  the  estimates  shown  in  this  report.  The  number  of  OASDHI  bene- 
ficiaries calculated  in  this  way  was  found  to  be  less  than  2  percent  below  the 
Social  Security  Administration  estimate  of  the  number  with  benefits  in  cur- 
rent-payment status  and  within  5  percent  of  the  number  with  benefits  in  force, 
that  is,  on  the  rolls,  whether  or  not  a  benefit  had  ever  been  received.  At  the 
end  of  1962,  more  than  400,000  of  the  14.5  million  persons  aged  62  or  over  with 
benefits  in  force  were  not  actually  receiving  payments. 

Estimates  for  the  Institutional  Population 

The  estimation  procedure  described  in  the  preceding  section  did  not  specifi- 
cally take  into  account  the  size  of  the  aged  population  in  institutions  as  esti- 
mated from  the  1960  Census.  The  institutional  population  as  derived  from  the 
sample  amounted  to  5  percent  of  all  persons  aged  65  and  over,  but  4.3  percent 
when  estimated  from  the  1960  Census  data.  Data  that  incorporate  informa- 
tion on  medical  care  and  income  from  the  institutional  as  well  as  the  house- 
hold sample  may  overweight  somewhat  the  data  from  the  institutional  popula- 
tion. When  tables  show  the  proportion  of  units  in  institutions  as  part  of  the 
description  of  the  living  arrangements  of  the  aged  population,  however,  the 
numbers  have  been  adjusted  to  the  1960  Census  estimates. 

In  the  case  of  the  data  on  income,  the  institutional  population  represents 
only  a  small  proportion  of  the  total.  Data  on  the  utilization  of  long-stay 
medical  facilities  by  the  aged,  on  the  other  hand,  although  reflecting  any  stays 
in  such  facilities  by  persons  in  the  household  sample,  represent  primarily  the 
findings  from  the  institutional  sample.  Data  relating  to  long-stay  hospitals  and 
nursing  homes  should,  therefore,  be  used  with  caution.  Also,  the  data  are  sub- 
ject to  high  sampling  variability. 

RELIABILITY  OF  THE  ESTIMATES 

Since  the  estimates  in  this  report  are  based  on  a  sample,  they  may  differ 
somewhat  from  the  figures  that  would  have  been  obtained  if  all  aged  persons 
in  the  United  States  had  been  surveyed  using  the  same  schedules,  instructions, 
and  interviewers.  As  in  any  survey  work,  the  results  are  subject  to  errors  of 
response  and  reporting  as  well  as  being  subject  to  sampling  variability.  The 
standard  error  is  primarily  a  measure  of  sampling  variability,  that  is,  the 
variations  that  occur  by  chance  because  a  sample  rather  than  the  whole  popu- 
lation is  surveyed.  As  calculated  for  this  report,  the  standard  error  also 
partially  measures  the  effect  of  response  and  enumeration  errors  but  does  not 
measure  any  systematic  biases  in  the  data.  The  chances  are  about  68  out  of 
100  that  an  estimate  from  the  sample  would  differ  from  a  complete  census 
figure  by  less  than  the  standard  error.  The  chances  are  about  95  out  of  100 
that  the  difference  would  be  less  than  twice  the  standard  error. 

Sampling  Variability 

Sampling  variability  of  estimated  numbers. — The  figures  presented  in  table 
A  are  approximations  to  the  standard  error  of  estimates  of  aged  units  and 
aged  persons  shown  in  this  report.  In  order  to  derive  standard  errors  that 
would  be  applicable  to  a  wide  variety  of  items  and  could  be  prepared  at  a 
moderate  cost,  a  number  of  approximations  were  required.  As  a  result,  the 
table  of  standard  errors  provides  an  indication  of  the  order  of  magnitude  of 
the  standard  errors  rather  than  the  precise  standard  error  for  any  specific 
item. 

Sampling  variability  of  estimated  percentages. — The  reliability  of  an  esti- 
mated percentage,  computed  by  using  sample  data  for  both  numerator  and 
denominator,  depends  upon  both  the  size  of  the  percentage  and  the  size  of  the 
total  on  which  the  percentage  is  based.  Estimated  percentages  are  relatively 
more  reliable  than  the  corresponding  absolute  estimates  of  the  numerator  of 
the  percentage,  particularly  if  the  percentage  is  50  percent  or  greater.  Table 
B  shows  the  standard  errors  of  estimated  percentages  of  aged  units  and  aged 
persons. 
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Table  A. — Standard  errors  of  estimated 
numbers  of  aged  units  or  aged  persons 
(68  chances  out  of  100) 


Level  of  estimate  (in  thousands) 

Standard 
error 
(thousands) 

50  

13 
18 
28 
40 
54 
85 
120 
130 
140 

100  

250  

500  

1,000  

2,500  

5,000  

7,500  

10,000  

Table  B. — Standard  error  of  estimated  percentages  of  aged  units  or  aged  persons 
(QS  chances  out  of  100) 


Estimated  percentage 

Base  of  percentage  (thousands) 

100 

250 

500 

1,000 

5.000 

10,000 

2  or  98  

2.9 

1.4 

1.2 

0.7 

0.4 

0.3 

5  or  95  

4.5 

2.6 

1.8 

1.3 

0.6 

0.4 

10  or  90  

5.8 

3.2 

2.5 

1.7 

0.7 

0.5 

25  or  75  

8.1 

5.0 

3.5 

2.5 

1.1 

0.8 

50  

9.4 

5.8 

4.0 

2.8 

1.2 

1.0 

Sampling  variability  of  estimated  means. — ^^A  rough  approximation  to  the 
standard  error  of  an  estimated  mean  can  be  calculated  from  the  distribution 
from  which  it  was  obtained  by  the  following  formula: 


where  (t'x  is  the  standard  error  of  the  estimated  mean  Ui  is  the  weighted  number  of 
cases  reported  for  the  i^^  class 

c 

n  =  -^ni  the  weighted  total  number  of  cases  from  which  responses  were  obtained 

1=1     in  all  the  c  classes 
Xi  is  the  midpoint  of  the  z*''  class 
X  is  the  mean  of  the  distribution 

Approximate  standard  errors  of  selected  means  for  medical  costs  have  been 
calculated  through  this  formula  by  way  of  illustration.  They  are  shown  in 
table  C. 

Example:  Table  10.1  in  chapter  10  shows  the  percentage  distribution  and 
mean  medical  costs  incurred  by  married  couples  aged  65  and  over,  in  the  first 
column.  In  the  formula  for  o"f  given  above,  the  value  of  n  is  equal  to 
4,765,000  (87.5  percent  of  the  total  5,445,000)  ;  and  x  is  $442  (the  entry 
labeled  ''mean  cost").  The  values  of  ni  are  in  the  numbers  derived  from  the 
percentages  multiplied  by  4,765,000.  The  values  of  Xi  were  taken  as  the  mid- 
point of  the  intervals  shown  in  the  stub.  Hence,  for  the  row  labeled  "none 
incurred,"  Xi  has  the  value  0;  for  the  next  row,  Xi  has  the  value  of  $50,  and 
for  the  following  row  the  value  of  Xi  is  $150,  etc.  For  the  last  row  ($2,500+), 
Xi  has  been  estimated  by  subtracting  the  sum  of  niXi  up  to  this  point  from  m, 
and  dividing  by  ni  in  this  open-end  interval  ($3,167). 
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Table  C. — Illustrative  examples  of  approximate  standard  errors  calculated  for 
selected  means 


Units  aged  65  and  over 


Income: 

Married  couples  

Nonmarried  men  

Nonmarried  women  

Medical  costs  incurred: 

Married  couples  

In  hospital  

Not  in  hospital  

Nonmarried  men  

Nonmarried  women  

Short-stay-hospital  costs  incurred 

Married  couples  

With  health  insurance  

Without  health  insurance  


Standard 
error  of 
mean 


$4,028 

$147 

1  ,887 

108 

1  ,400 

65 

442 

21 

1  ,220 

72 

233 

10 

260 

29 

282 

18 

588 

46 

612 

55 

520 

87 

The  application  of  the  formula  for  o-'x,  then,  shows  that  the  estimated 
standard  error  of  the  mean  medical  costs  incurred  by  couples  aged  65  and 
over  is  about  $21.  This  means  that  the  chances  are  about  68  out  of  100  that 
the  difference  due  to  sampling  variability  between  the  estimated  mean  and 
the  figure  that  would  have  been  obtained  in  a  complete  census  is  less  than 
$21.  The  chances  are  about  95  out  of  100  that  the  difference  is  less  than  $42 
or  twice  the  standard  error. 

In  comparing  the  results  for  two  classes  of  the  population,  the  difference 
between  the  two  means  will  frequently  be  subject  to  greater  sampling  variabil- 
ity than  other  types  of  comparisons  because  the  sample  estimate  of  a  mean  is 
affected  significantly  by  even  a  few  extremely  high  values.  In  many  cases, 
therefore,  if  comparisons  are  to  be  made  of  summary  measures  of  two  groups, 
it  may  be  more  useful  to  compare  the  medians  rather  than  the  means,  since 
the  medians  are  not  affected  as  much  by  a  few  extreme  observations. 

Sampling  variability  of  estimated  medians. — The  variability  of  a  median 
depends  on  the  size  of  the  base  of  the  distribution  and  on  the  distribution  on 
which  the  median  is  based.  An  approximate  method  for  measuring  the  reliabil- 
ity of  an  estimated  median  is  to  deteimine  an  interval  about  the  estimated 
median  such  that  there  is  a  stated  degree  of  confidence  that  the  true  median 
lies  within  the  interval. 

As  the  first  step  in  estimating  the  upper  and  lower  limits  of  the  interval 
about  the  median  (that  is,  the  confidence  limits),  compute  one-half  the  number 
reporting  the  characteristic  on  which  the  median  is  based;  designate  this  as 
N/2.  Determine  the  standard  error  of  N/2.  Subtract  this  standard  error 
from  N/2.  Cumulate  the  frequencies  (in  the  table  on  which  the  median  is 
based)  up  to  the  interval  containing  the  difference  between  N/2  and  its 
standard  error  and,  by  linear  interpolation,  obtain  a  value  corresponding  to 
this  number. 

In  a  similar  manner,  add  the  standard  error  to  N/2,  cumulate  the  frequen- 
cies in  the  table,  and  obtain  a  value  corresponding  to  this  number.  The 
chances  are  about  68  out  of  100  that  a  median  based  on  results  of  a  complete 
census  would  lie  between  these  two  values.  The  range  for  95  chances  out  of 
100  can  be  computed  in  a  similar  manner  by  multiplying  the  standard  error 
by  2  before  subtracting  and  adding  to  N/2.  Interpolation  to  obtain  the  values 
corresponding  to  these  numbers  gives  the  confidence  limits  for  the  median. 

Errors  of  Response  and  Nonreporting 

In  addition  to  sampling  variability,  as  in  any  survey,  the  results  are  also 
subject  to  errors  of  response  and  nonreporting.  In  many  cases  the  data  were 
based  on  memory  rather  than  on  records.  In  most  income  and  expenditure  data 
derived  from  field  surveys  the  memory  factor  probably  produces  underestimates 
because  of  the  tendency  to  forget  minor  or  irregular  sources  of  income  and 
outlays.  Other  errors  of  reporting  result  from  misrepresentation  or  misunder- 
standing. 
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Handling  of  NR's  (nonresponse) . — Incomplete  responses  to  questions  were 
handled  in  a  variety  of  ways,  depending  on  the  question.  Every  effort,  short 
of  meciianical  imputation,  was  made  to  obtain  for  each  schedule  a  total  mcome 
and  a  total  medical  expense  figure,  each  built  up  from  a  series  of  detailed 
questions.  In  the  case  of  income,  for  example,  when  an  asset  was  reported 
and  there  was  no  entry  for  income  accruing  from  assets  of  that  type,  income  at 
the  rate  of  4  percent  was  recorded.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  respondent 
reported  on  most  income  items  but  failed  to  make  an  entry  (of  an  amount, 
"None,"  or  "Don't  Know")  for  certain  infrequent  incom.e  sources,  such  as 
unemployment  insurance  or  individual  annuities,  this  was  tabulated  as  a  zero 
entry.  In  the  case  of  medical  care,  if  the  cost  of  care  by  doctors  and  dentists 
and  care  in  hospitals  was  recorded,  but  there  was  no  entry  at  all  for  "Other" 
(miscellaneous)  medical  care,  this  item  was  also  tabulated  as  zero. 

Nevertheless,  on  many  items,  there  were  respondents  from  whom  an  answer 
was  not  obtained.  In  some  cases,  the  question  was  not  asked;  for  example, 
the  respondents  in  the  institutional  sample  were  not  asked  about  assets  or 
work  experience;  in  others,  no  information  at  all  was  obtained,  as  from  the 
few  who  refused  to  give  information  on  income;  in  others,  the  respondent 
indicated  having  a  particular  type  of  asset  or  expense,  but  the  amount  could 
not  be  obtained.  In  order  to  maximize  the  information  from  the  survey,  the 
data  for  all  those  reporting  on  an  item  have  been  tabulated.  As  a  result  of 
this  procedure,  information  in  the  report  on  an  item  presented  by  cross- 
classifications  will  not  necessarily  yield  the  exact  estimate  shown  for  the  total. 
For  example,  incurred  costs  of  medical  care  for  nonmarried  women  as  pre- 
sented for  those  with  and  without  health  insurance,  respectively,  cannot  be 
combined  to  form  the  total  given  in  the  report,  since  the  latter  includes  the 
data  for  those  who  did  not  report  on  their  insurance  status.  Similarly,  the 
data  presented  by  income  thirds  cannot  be  combined  to  obtain  totals  since  data 
for  those  not  reporting  on  income  are  included  in  the  latter.  With  very  few 
exceptions,  each  table  shows  the  weighted  number  providing  the  particular 
item  of  information  as  well  as  the  total  number  in  that  population  group. 

Estimated  effect  of  nonresponse  on  income. — The  basic  tabulations  of  the 
survey  data  for  income  thirds  included  also  the  data  for  those  not  reporting 
on  income.  Although  these  data  are  not  shown  on  the  report  tables,  they  pro- 
vide useful  information — more  than  is  usually  available — on  the  characteris- 
tics of  those  not  reporting  on  income  which  permits  an  estimate  of  the  effect 
of  nonresponse  on  income. 

When  the  mean  or  median  values  of  various  characteristics  such  as  net 
worth  or  value  of  assets,  years  of  education,  costs  of  medical  care,  homeowner- 
ship,  proportion  living  with  relatives,  for  those  who  did  not  report  on  income 
were  compared  with  the  values  for  the  income  thirds  they  were  found  to  fall 
fairly  consistently  above  the  values  for  the  middle  third,  but  somewhat  below 
the  values  for  the  top  third.  Since  assets  less  owned  home  are  probably  as 
highly  correlated  with  income  as  any  of  these  items,  they  were  selected  as  the 
item  to  provide  the  basis  for  estimating  the  mean  income  of  those  who  did 
not  report  the  amount  of  their  income. 

The  number  reporting  on  income  and  on  assets  less  home  equity,  the  mean 
amounts,  and  the  estimated  income  for  those  not  reporting  income  are  as 
follows : 

Assets  less  home  equity  Income   


Number  (thousands): 
Low  income  third . 
Middle  income 

third  

High  income  third . 
Not  reporting  on 
income  amount  ^ 


Non-        Non-                       Non-  Non- 
Married    married    married    Married     married  married 
couples       men       women     couples        men  women 


1,500 

600 

1,540 

1,569 

735 

1,866 

1,504 
1,407 

628 
665 

1,641 
1,588 

1,573 
1,578 

708 
730 

1,810 
1,860 

266 

48 

201 

724 

172 

731 

•  Excludes  those  who  refused  to  give  any  information  on  income  (in  thousands):  2  married  couples, 
57  nonmarried  men,  and  62  nonmarried  women. 
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Assets  less  home  equity  Income 


Non-        Non-  Non-  Non- 

Married  married  married  Married  married  married 
couples       men       women     couples        men  women 


Mean  amount: 
Low  income  third 
Middle  income 

third  

High  income  third 
Not  reporting  on 
income: 

Assets  

Estimated 
income  


$3,833 

9,856 
33,453 

26,780 


$2,013 

3,563 
19,277 

10,229 


$1,418 

3,166 
14,476 

8,807 


$1,521 

2,924 
7,621 


$660 

1,376 
3,618 


$417 

1,033 
2,745 


The  income  estimates  were  simply  derived  from  straightline  interpolations. 
If  those  not  reporting  are  assigned  these  values  instead  of  the  means  of  those 
reporting,  aggregate  income  is  increased  by  about  6  percent.  However,  the 
check  of  these  estimates  against  the  survey  data  on  education  and  medical  care 
expenses  suggests  that  the  estimate  for  nonmarried  men  derived  from  assets 
less  owned  home  may  be  too  low.  If  the  mean  income  of  nonmarried  men  not 
reporting  is  assumed  to  be  approximately  the  same  as  the  mean  income  of  the 
top  third,  the  aggregate  income  estimate  for  all  units  aged  65  and  over  would 
be  7  percent,  instead  of  6  percent,  greater  than  the  estimate  based  on  the  mean 
of  those  reporting. 

Validation  of  benefit-income  reporting. — The  linkage  of  social  security  rec- 
ords to  the  survey  interview  data  provided  a  unique  opportunity  to  compare 
the  reporting  of  OASDHI  benefit  income  in  the  interview  with  the  amount 
shown  in  the  Social  Security  Administration  benefit  records.  As  mentioned 
above,  the  matching  of  the  sample  to  the  record  system  was  virtually  com- 
plete. The  benefit-record  information  was  then  used  to  verify  and,  where 
necessary,  correct  the  reporting  of  beneficiary  status  and  benefit  income. 

The  primary  objective  of  the  matching  of  social  security  records  to  inter- 
view data  was  to  obtain  information  which  would  be  of  use  for  program 
analysis.  The  study  of  response  error,  while  an  important  methodological  con- 
sideration, was  a  secondary  aspect.  The  procedures  were  designed  to  produce 
the  "best  estimate"  of  benefit  income  rather  than  to  preserve  the  methodological 
rigor  of  a  validation  study. 

The  benefit  income  reported  in  the  study  represents  a  "best  estimate,"  which 
incorporates  a  set  of  editing  decisions  taken  during  the  various  stages  of 
processing. 

Diff'erences  of  $60  or  less  per  person  between  the  benefit  record  and  the 
interview  were  accepted  as  matching  reports,  in  order  to  reduce  the  amount 
of  referral  and  clerical  editing.  Thus,  the  benefit  amount  referred  to  as  the 
social  security  benefit-record  amount  includes  response  errors  within  the  $60 
limit.  Where  the  difference  exceeded  $60,  three  factors  were  usually 
responsible : 

(1)  Where  the  aged  unit  had  dependent  children,  any  children's  benefits 
were  included  in  the  record  of  benefit  income.  Since  there  was  no  specific  in- 
struction on  the  treatment  of  children's  benefits,  some  respondents  included  only 
the  aged  persons'  benefits,  and  this  led  to  an  apparent  underestimate  of  benefit 
inconie  in  some  cases.  Aged  persons  with  minor  children,  however,  represented 
only  2  percent  of  all  beneficiary  units. 

(2)  Where  the  respondent  had  been  widowed  during  the  survey  year,  benefit 
income  was  computed  at  one-half  the  sum  of  the  combined  husband's  and  wife's 
benefits  for  the  period  in  which  both  were  receiving  benefits  plus  the  survivor's 
benefits  for  the  remainder  of  the  year.  Interviewers  were  instructed  to  obtain 
benefit-income  information  on  the  same  basis.  The  proportion  of  units  repre- 
senting persons  aged  62  and  over  whose  spouse  had  died  during  1962  was 
relatively  small,  about  4  percent. 
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(3)  Lump-sum  death  benefits  and  retroactive  benefit  payments  were  included 
in  the  best  estimate.  The  survey  interview  was  designed  to  pick  up  benefit 
income  on  a  month-by-month  basis.  This  tended  to  understate  income  from 
such  payments  as  death  benefits  and  retroactive  payments.  Because  of  the 
nature  of  the  benefit  record  it  was  possible  for  a  death  benefit  to  be  omitted. 
When  a  lump-sum  death  benefit  was  recorded  on  the  interview  schedule  and 
the  probability  of  receipt  was  substantiated  by  data  on  recent  widowhood,  this 
amount  was  included  in  the  best  estimate  of  benefit  income  even  if  not  shown 
on  the  benefit  record. 

The  design  of  the  questionnaire  may  have  led  to  some  understatement  of 
income  because  the  respondent  was  not  encouraged  to  report  irregular  or 
unusual  amounts,  such  as  death  benefits  or  retroactive  payments.  Respondents 
were  specifically  asked,  "How  many  months  did  you  (your  spouse)  receive  this 
income  in  1962?"  "How  much  did  you  (your  spouse)  receive  a  month?"  The 
respondent  was  also  later  asked  whether  he  or  his  spouse  had  received  any 
other  money. 

In  the  following  analysis  of  the  reliability  of  benefit-income  reporting,  the 
comparison  is  between  the  amount  shown  in  the  benefit  record,  adjusted  to 
remove  half  the  benefits  paid  to  a  couple  for  a  deceased  spouse,  and  the  amount 
recorded  in  the  interview.  The  benefit-record  amounts  therefore  represent  the 
true  population  value,  subject  only  to  sampling  error.  The  analysis  of  response 
error  is  based  on  unweighted  counts  of  the  4,727  interviewed  beneficiary  units. 

The  differences  between  the  unedited  benefit-record  estimates  and  the  best 
estimates  are  minor  and  as  likely  to  be  affected  by  the  first-  and  second-stage 
ratio  estimates  as  by  the  editing  adjustments.  By  way  of  illustration,  the 
mean-income  estimates  by  type  of  beneficiary  unit  are  as  follows: 


Beneficiary 
Best  record 
estimate        estimate  i 


Beneficiary  units,  head  aged  65  and  over: 

Married  couples   $1,409  $1,390 

Nonmarried  men   922  922 

Nonmarried  women   760  772 


'  From  tabulations  of  the  unweighted  sample. 


The  reliability  of  the  benefit-income  estimate  may  be  measured  from  the 
discrepancies  between  the  amount  recorded  in  the  benefit  record,  the  "true" 
value  for  the  respondent,  and  the  amount  obtained  in  the  interview.  Bene- 
ficiaries who  did  not  correctly  report  their  beneficiary  status  in  the  interview 
are  included  in  the  analysis. 

In  order  to  examine  some  of  the  possible  sources  of  response  error,  the  data 
were  analyzed  by  age,  type  of  unit,  education,  income  thirds,  living  arrange- 
ments, and  the  amount  of  OASDHI  benefit  income. 

Matching  reports  under  $61. — The  distribution  of  reporting  differences 
between  the  social  security  benefit-record  and  the  interview  report  suggests 
that  the  $60  allowance  was  an  effective  procedure  for  reducing  editing  at 
little  or  no  cost  in  bias  (tables  D  and  E).  More  than  three-fourths  of  the 
cases  were  exact  matches  or  reported  within  $60  of  the  SSA-record  amount. 
Reporting  differences  of  less  than  $61  were  randomly  distributed  between 
under-  and  overreporting;  31  percent  had  reporting  errors  under  $61,  but  only 
2  percent  more  underreported  than  overreported  income.  The  net  effect  on  the 
total  benefit  income  was  negligible,  an  average  understatement  of  $1. 

From  an  examination  of  the  distribution  it  would  seem  that  the  allowance 
was  overly  conservative  and  that  differences  of  up  to  $300  could  have  been 
accepted  without  affecting  the  mean  total  benefit  income  (TBI)  or  introduc- 
ing a  serious  distortion  of  the  income  distribution. 

Response  bias. — The  net  understatement  or  bias  in  the  reporting  of  benefit 
income  was  $61  on  a  mean  of  $1,052,  6  percent  of  the  total.  Almost  all  of  the 
underestimate  was  attributable  to  response  errors  of  more  than  $500.  Response 
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errors  of  less  than  $301  were  randomly  distributed  and  had  little  or  no  effect 
on  the  bias.  A  bias  of  this  size  presents  little  or  no  analytical  difficulty  in  the 
use  of  the  data,  assuming  that  the  bias  is  constant  and  does  not  vary  sig- 
nificantly on  some  selective  basis. 


Table  D. — Percentage  distribution  of  response  errors  for  OASDHI  benefit  income  by 
type  of  beneficiary  unit  aged  62  and  over 


Total 

Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

Reporting  difference  (SSA-Interview) 

beneficiary 

couples 

men 

women 

units 

Sample  N  (thousands)  . 



4,727 

2.137 

713 

1,877 

Total  percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Underreporting : 

$500  or  more  -     

6 

8 

4 

6 

$301-500  

3 

3 

2 

3 

$101-300  

4 

5 

3 

4 

$61-100 

2 

2 

2 

2 

Matching  report  (±  $60)  -  .     .               .  _ 

77 

73 

82 

79 

Exact       -    -        .                  -     -  _ 

46 

39 

74 

44 

±  1-60  

31 

34 

8 

35 

Overreporting: 

$61-100  

2 

2 

2 

2 

$101-300  

4 

6 

4 

2 

$301-500  

1 

1 

1 

1 

$501  or  more                   .  .  

1 

1 

1 

1 

Percent  of  units: 

Net  response  error  (NRE)  ($61  or  more)..- 

8 

8 

3 

9 

Mean  amount: 

Total  benefit  income  (TBI)  

$1 ,052 

$1 ,351 

$911 

$764 

Net  underreported 

$61 

$82 

$29 

$50 

Percent  of  TBI  

5.8 

6.1 

3.2 

6.6 

Table  E. — Percentage  distribution  of  response  errors  for  beneficiary  units  aged  62 
and  over  and  aggregate  dollars 


Reporting  difference  (SSA-Interview) 

Percent  of  units 

Net  underreported  dollars 

Total 
(under-  plus 
overreporting) 

Net 

underreporting 
(under-  minus 
overreporting) 

Percent  of 
mean  TBI 

Percent  of 
bias 

Base  (thousands)  

Total  percent                        —  -  . 

Size  of  difference: 

$501  or  more.        _         _  _ 

$301-500  

$101-300  

4,727 
100 

4,727 
100 

$1  ,052 
100 

$61 
100 

7 

4 
8 
4 
31 
46 

5 
2 
1 

(') 

2 

4.8 
0.8 
0.2 
0.0 
0.1 

82 
14 
2 

(1) 

2 

$61-100  

$1-60  

None                 -  - 

Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 


The  shape  of  the  distribution  is  of  interest  because  of  the  extreme  clustering 
of  errors  in  the  large  understatements.  Errors  in  excess  of  $300  contributed 
more  than  nine-tenths  of  the  net  understatement.  Even  when  the  effect  of  the 
offsetting  errors  is  ignored,  understatements  of  more  than  $300  still  totaled 
four-fifths  of  the  gross  error,  stemming  from  9  percent  of  the  respondent  units. 
Considering  that  more  than  half  the  units  received  less  than  $1,000  in  benefits 
and  that  only  1  in  20  received  more  than  $2,000,  $300  is  a  sizable  error  and 
would  seem  to  be  more  than  a  simple  inability  to  recall  or  work  out  an  approxi- 
mate total.  Nonreporting  of  beneficiary  status  in  the  interview  may  account 
for  possibly  as  much  as  2  to  3  percent.  Other  reasons,  related  to  the  particular 
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conditions  of  the  benefit  source,  such  as  retroactive  payments,  terminations,  or 
other  benefit  changes  are  also  possible,  but  there  were  no  data  to  examine 
these  factors  directly. 

Sources  of  selective  bias. — The  variables  selected  for  analysis  were  chosen 
on  the  basis  of  experience  with  or  assumptions  about  their  relationship  to 
response  validity.  Socioeconomic  factors  such  as  education  and  income  have 
frequently  been  found  to  be  positively  associated  with  accuracy  of  reporting. 
Age  as  an  indicator  of  mental  and  physiological  responsiveness  may  be  nega- 
tively associated  with  validity,  while  living  arrangements  as  a  measure  of 
independent  functioning  should  have  a  positive  relationship. 

The  results  of  this  examination  are  summarized  in  table  F  for  all  bene- 
ficiary units  combined.  None  of  the  hypotheses  except  those  on  living  arrange- 
ments were  supported  by  the  data.  The  younger  beneficiaries  have  a  greater 
net  error  than  the  beneficiaries  aged  73  and  over;  the  upper-income,  larger- 
benefit,  and  higher-education  groups  have  greater  net-error  rates  than  the 
lower-income  and  education  groups.  The  absolute  differences,  however,  are 
relatively  small  and  are  not  statistically  significant  for  the  education  and 
income  characteristics.  Respondents  with  "no  answer"  on  income,  however,  do 
have  a  significantly  larger  response  bias. 

The  response-error  rates  for  the  types  of  beneficiary  units  are  generally 
consistent  with  those  for  all  beneficiary  units  and  provide  little  evidence  of 
selective  bias  in  the  reporting  of  benefit  income.  The  patterns  of  response 
error  of  the  education,  benefit-amount,  and  income  groups  are  not  consistent 
and  the  differences  are  relatively  minor. 

Age  and  type  of  beneficiary  unit  appear  to  account  for  most  of  the  response- 
error  variation  in  the  benefit-income  groups.  Although  there  is  some  associa- 
tion between  size  of  benefit  income  and  size  of  response  error,  the  differences 
are  not  consistent,  and  the  error  rates  fluctuate  erratically. 


Table  F. — Mean  total  benefit  OASDHI  income  and  response  bias  for  beneficiary 
units 


Characteristic 


Units 
(thousands) 


Mean 
total 
benefit 


Net  underreported 


Mean  bias 


Percent 
of  TBI 


Total,  aged  62  and  over- 


Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over. 


Age 


hiving  Arrangement 


In  household: 

No  relatives  present . 

Relatives  present  

Institutionalized  


Years  of  School  Completed 


Less  than  9  years. 

9-11  years  

12  years  or  more.. 
Not  reported  


$0-499 

$500-999  

$1 ,000-1 ,499... 
$1 ,500-1 ,999- _. 
$2,000-2,499... 
$2,500  and  over. 


Benefit  Income 


Total,  aged  65  and  over. 

Income  Group 


Low  third  

Middle  third. 
High  third... 
Not  reported. 


4,727 


449 
2,309 
1,969 


2,969 
1,702 
56 


2,884 
556 
979 
308 


755 
,752 
,364 
568 
244 
44 


4,278 


1  ,072 
1  ,401 
1  ,323 
480 


$1 ,052 


$61 


834 
1  ,095 
1  ,050 


1  ,099 
1  ,980 
717 


1  ,049 
1 ,060 
1,106 
892 


416 
765 
1  ,220 
1  ,769 
2,133 
2,885 


$1 ,075 


898 
1  ,135 
1  ,132 
1  ,13G 


47 
82 
194 


2 
35 
68 
96 
163 
916 

$57 


29 
46 
54 
165 


11.9 
6.5 
3.9 


4.3 
8.4 
27.0 


5.6 
4.5 
6.6 


0.5 
4.6 
5.5 
5.4 
7.7 
31.7 

5.3 


3.2 
4.0 
4.7 
14.5 
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Of  the  respondent  characteristics,  only  age  and  living  arrangements  showed 
generally  regular  patterns  of  significant  differences.  Couples  and  beneficiaries 
under  73  years  of  age  with  no  relatives  in  the  household  were  more  reliable 
benefit-income  respondents  than  those  with  relatives  present.  Older  bene- 
ficiaries generally  had  significantly  smaller  response  errors  and  error  rates 
than  younger  beneficiaries.  Respondents  who  did  not  report  their  total  income 
had  the  largest  mean  bias  and  error  rates  in  their  age  and  beneficiary-units 
groups. 

Effect  of  response  error  on  the  standard  error. — The  survey  estimates  of  the 
standard  error  of  the  mean,  corrected  for  bias  (f'f),  include  sampling  vari- 
ability, but  no  response  variability.  The  "true  standard  error"  of  the  reported 
mean,  however,  if  there  had  been  no  correction  for  bias  in  the  data,  would 
have  been  almost  twice  that  of  the  standard  error  of  sampling.  The  relevant 
statistics  are  as  follows: 

Survey  estimate  of  standard  error  of  mean  corrected  for  bias   ax  $41 

Standard  error  of  mean  bias   a-e  5 

True  standard  error  of  reported  mean  (mean  square  error)   \/MSE  74 

(MSE=  (7^2 +  cr.-2 +2r<rx(r^+ (Bias)2) 

On  the  basis  of  these  data  it  appears  that  the  reporting  of  social  security 
benefit  income  was  relatively  good  in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged.  With  few 
exceptions,  respondents  reported  benefit  income  with  great  accuracy.  The  net 
error  on  understatement  of  $61,  was  small  in  relation  to  the  total. 

It  is  clear  that  response  bias  in  benefit-income  reporting  is  not  a  problem 
of  sensitivity.  There  was  little  tendency  towards  "yardstick"  error  or  con- 
sistent individual  underreporting.  The  bias  is  due  almost  entirely  to  a  small 
proportion  of  cases  with  gross  understatements.  The  unreported  amounts  in 
most  cases  appear  to  be  unusual  or  one-time  payments,  such  as  lump-sum  death 
benefits  or  retroactive  payments  to  new  beneficiaries,  and  occasional  nonreport- 
ing  of  beneficiary  status.  Some  of  these  understatements  may  have  been 
induced  by  the  interviewing  procedures.  The  bias  also  appears  to  be  related  to 
an  inability  or  unwillingness  to  respond  in  other  related  areas,  as  shown  by 
the  high  rate  of  bias  among  those  with  "no  answer"  on  total  income. 

There  is  little  support  in  the  data  for  assumptions  about  overestimates  in 
the  proportion  of  low-income  families  because  of  response  error  in  transfer 
income.  Whatever  the  situation  may  have  been  in  earlier  years,  the  bulk  of 
transfer  income  as  represented  by  social  security  and  similarly  obligated  bene- 
fits appears  to  be  accurately  reported  among  low-income  families.  It  is  pos- 
sible, however,  that  public  assistance,  constituting  about  12  percent  of  transfer 
income,  is  subject  to  a  different  order  of  response  error. 

Through  the  linkage  of  survey  interview  data  and  the  social  security  account 
number  file,  it  also  was  possible  to  associate  the  work-history  record  of  the 
lespondent  with  the  interview  data  on  current  employment  and  earnings.  From 
these  data,  the  extent  of  understatement  of  work  and  earnings  can  be  deter- 
mined; the  interpretation  of  overstatements  of  earnings  and  of  the  randomness 
of  errors  will,  however,  be  more  limited  than  in  the  analysis  of  benefit-income 
reporting  because  of  the  possibility  of  employment  in  work  not  covered  by 
social  security.  The  data  on  this  comparison  were  not  included  in  this  volume 
because  of  time  lag  in  the  reporting  of  earnings  and  in  the  data  processing.  A 
separate  report  on  the  reliability  of  wage  reporting  will  be  prepared. 

COMPARISON  WITH  OTHER  ESTIMATES 

Although  relatively  few  economic  and  social  surveys  have  focused  entirely 
on  the  aged,  a  number  of  studies  of  the  total  population  introduce  age  as  a 
classifier;  hence,  data  on  income  and  assets,  employment,  health  care  and  costs, 
and  household  expenditures  for  food,  housing,  and  medical  care  for  the  aged 
are  available  from  such  studies.  Difficulties  arise  in  comparing  such  informa- 
tion with  results  from  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  because  of  differences  in 
definitions  of  the  units  or  the  categories,  and  differences  in  timing,  scope,  and 
coverage.  These  studies  are  also  generally  subject  to  the  same  kinds  of 
sampling  and  response  errors  as  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  and  to  other 
errors  of  estimation.  Despite  the  difficulties,  some  light  on  the  reliability  of  the 
estimates  may  be  obtained  from  such  comparisons. 
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A  number  of  sources  have  been  drawn  upon  for  this  review.  Median  incomes 
are  compared  with  those  derived  from  data  obtained  in  the  Current  Population 
Survey  and  published  by  the  Bureau  of  tne  Census  in  Current  Population 
Reports.  The  numbers  of  people  receiving  benefits  from  various  income-main- 
tenance programs  have  been  checked  against  the  numbers  reported  by  the 
agencies  operating  the  programs.  Labor-force  and  work-experience  data  are 
available  from  Special  Labor  Force  Reports  of  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 

The  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  conducted  by  the  Survey  Research  Cen- 
ter of  the  University  of  Michigan,  and  the  Survey  of  the  Financial  Charac- 
teristics of  Consumers  both  provide  information  on  assets.  The  1960-61 
Survey  of  Consumer  Expenditures  of  the  Departments  of  Labor  and  Agricul- 
ture provides  information  on  average  expenditures  for  food,  housing,  and 
medical  care. 

Information  on  utilization  of  services  and  personal  expenditures  for  health 
care  has  been  collected  in  the  Health  Interview  Survey  by  the  U.S.  Public 
Health  Service.  Essentially  the  same  questions  on  medical  care  costs  were 
adopted  from  the  Health  Interview  Survey  for  use  in  the  1963  Survey  of  the 
Aged  to  facilitate  comparison  between  the  two  surveys.  Data  from  a  study  by 
the  National  Opinion  Research  Center,  which  focused  on  the  health  of  persons 
aged  65  and  over  in  the  noninstitutionalized  population,  were  also  available."^ 

Income 

The  following  figures  show  the  number  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  receiv- 
ing benefits  from  specified  income-maintenance  programs,  as  based  on  agency 
reports  and  as  given  in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged: 


Survey  as 

Program 

Survey  of 

percent  of 

data  1 

the  Aged 

program 

(thousands) 

(thousands) 

data 

Program  (and  reference  date) 

(col.l) 

(col.2) 

(col.2  ^  col.l) 

OASDHI  (12-31-62)  2  

12,426 

3  12,205 

3  98.2 

Railroad  retirement  (12-31-62)  *  

699 

635 

90.8 

Pubhc  assistance  (12-31-62)  5  

2,242 

2,168 

96.7 

Veterans'  benefits  (6-30-62)  6  

1,560 

1,458 

93.5 

Pubhc  employee  retirement  (6-30-62)  . 

960 

784 

81.7 

1  Adjusted  to  exclude  beneficiaries  under  age  65  and  residing  outside  the  50  States  and  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

2  Source:  Social  Security  Administration. 

s  After  adjustments  on  the  basis  of  match  with  Social  Security  records. 

*  Source:  Railroad  Retirement  Board — includes  retirement  for  age,  service,  and  disability,  survivor's 
benefits,  and  wives'  annuties. 

5  Source:  Bureau  of  Family  Service — includes  old-age  assistance,  aid  to  the  permanently  and  totally 
disabled,  and  aid  to  the  blind. 

«  Source:  Veterans  Administration,  Annual  Statistical  Supplement — includes  payments  for  service- 
and  non-service-connected  disability,  widows'  and  parents'  benefits. 

'  Source:  Civil  Service  Commission's  published  and  unpublished  data,  and  1962  Census  of  Govern- 
ment— includes  retirement,  disability,  and  survivor's  data  under  Federal  civil  service,  Armed  Forces, 
and  other  Federal  systems,  and  State  and  local  government  employee  retirement  systems. 

Except  for  the  public  employee  retirement  programs,  the  program  data  fall 
within  95-percent  confidence  limits  of  the  1963  survey.  In  every  case,  however, 
the  number  of  beneficiaries  estimated  from  the  survey  data  is  less  than  the 
program  data,  ranging  from  18  percent  less  for  the  public  employment  retire- 
ment systems  to  2  percent  for  the  OASDHI  program.  These  percentages  may 
not  fully  reflect  the  amount  of  underrenumeration.  The  1963  survey  figures 
refer  to  persons  receiving  a  specific  benefit  at  any  time  during  the  year  1962, 
whereas  the  program  data  generally  refer  to  beneficiaries  at  a  specific  point 
of  time.  Were  the  survey  data  adjusted  to  eliminate  those  persons  who  received 
benefits  at  some  time  during  the  year  but  were  not  receiving  such  benefits  on 
the  reference  date,  the  percentages  presented  above  would  be  somewhat  lower. 
The  extent  of  the  reduction  would  vary  from  program  to  program.  The  public 
employee  retirement  system  would  probably  have  the  smallest  change  in  its 


3  Ethel  Shanas,  The  Health  of  Older  People  (Cambridge,  Mass.:  Harvard  University  Press, 
1962). 
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ratio  since  few  persons  once  on  the  rolls  ever  drop  off  or  have  their  benefits 
suspended,  whereas  the  railroad  retirement  system,  which  has  a  retirement 
test,  would  probably  have  the  greatest  percentage  of  change. 

The  small  understatement  with  respect  to  OASDHI  may  be  attributed 
primarily  to  the  fact  that  the  OASDHI  claims  records  were  checked  for  each 
person  in  the  sample,  as  described  above.  Where  the  person  said  he  was  not  a 
beneficiary  but  the  records  showed  that  he  was,  the  schedule  was  edited  to 
reflect  the  OASDHI  beneficiary  status.  It  is  estimated  that  beween  1  and  2 
percent  of  the  beneficiaries  were  picked  up  in  this  fashion.  None  of  the  other 
income-maintenance  programs  had  this  internal  check. 

Median  incomes  in  1962  of  families  with  head  aged  65  and  over  and  of 
unrelated  individuals  aged  65  and  over  are  available  from  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census.4  Definitional  differences  in  the  units  prevent  exact  comparability  with 
the  survey  estimates.  Thus  the  Census  Bureau  estimate  of  the  median  income 
of  $3,204  for  all  families  with  head  aged  65  and  over  is  almost  identical  with 
the  survey  estimate  of  $3,205  for  all  married  couples  when  the  family  income 
of  those  living  with  relatives  is  included,  but  there  is  some  evidence  that  the 
family  component  in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  was  understated  (see  under 
"Living  Arrangements,"  below).  The  units  covered  by  these  two  estimates, 
however,  are  not  the  same,  since  the  former  includes  nonmarried  men  and 
women  living  with  relatives  when  they  are  identified  as  head  of  the  household 
and  excludes  survey  units  in  which  the  older  couple  is  living  with  a  younger 
son  or  daughter  (or  other  relative)  who  is  designated  as  the  head. 

The  Census  Bureau  estimate  for  1962  for  all  unrelated  individuals,  $1,248, 
although  excluding  the  institutional  group,  is  otherwise  comparable  in  cover- 
age with  the  survey  estimate  of  $1,340  for  the  median  income  of  nonmarried 
men  and  women  not  living  with  relatives. 

Estimates  of  the  median  income  of  men  and  women  as  unrelated  individuals 
by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  for  1963  are  $1,561  for  males  and  $1,175  for 
females.^  Incomes  in  1963  were  only  slightly  higher,  on  the  average,  than  in 
1962.  These  medians,  therefore,  may  be  compared  with  the  survey  estimate  of  i 
$1,510  for  nonmarried  men  not  living  with  relatives,  and  $1,255  for  the  non- 
married  women. 

For  1963,  the  Census  Bureau  estimate  for  all  families  with  head  aged  65 
and  over  was  $3,352;  relevant  estimates  were  available  for  two  subgroups 
within  this  population:  $3,261  for  families  with  male  head  aged  65  and  over 
with  wife  present,  and  the  other,  $2,910  for  two-person  families  with  head 
aged  65  and  over.  Two  estimates  from  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  which 
are  closest  in  concept,  although  not  matching  precisely  because  of  the  exclu- 
sion of  income  of  other  family  members,  are  presented  for  comparison:  $2,875, 
the  median  income  of  all  married  couples;  and  $2,940,  the  median  income  of 
those  with  no  relatives  present.  These  figures  suggest  that  there  is  a  sizable 
core  of  comparable  units  in  both  sets  of  estimates,  and  the  levels  of  income 
reported  are  similar.  Such  underreporting  of  income  as  occurs  is  more  or  less 
common  to  both. 

Labor-Force  Participation  and  Work  Experience 

The  monthly  sample  household  surveys  conducted  early  in  1963  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  for  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  provided  data  on  the 
work  experience  during  1962  and  labor  force  status  of  men  and  women  which 
can  be  compared  with  data  obtained  in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  for  the 
65-and-older  age  group. 

Labor  force. — The  average  population  of  the  aged  reporting  that  they  were 
in  the  labor  force  in  January-February  1963  was  reasonably  similar  in  the 
two  surveys,  although  the  agreement'  was  closer  for  men  than  for  women 
(table  G).  There  were  greater  differences  with  respect  to  employment  and 
work  status.  The  unemployment  rate  was  greater  in  the  aged  survey  than  in 
the  labor  survey  for  both  men  and  women.  The  aged  survey  also  reported 
higher  proportions  of  men  and  women  with  jobs  but  not  at  work  during  the 
week  prior  to  the  interview. 

*  Current  Population  Reports,  "Income  of  Families  and  Persons  in  the  United  States:  1962," 
Series  P-60,  No.  41,  October  21,  1963,  table  3. 

^Current  Population  Reports,  "Income  of  the  Elderly  in  1963,"  Series  P-60,  No.  46.  June 
23.  1965. 
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Essentially  the  same  concepts  and  interviewers  were  used  in  obtaining  data 
for  both  the  aged  and  the  labor  force  surveys.  The  BLS  labor  force  surveys, 
however,  were  based  on  a  full  Current  Population  Survey  sample,  and  the 
Survey  of  the  Aged  on  one-half  the  same  CPS  sample  plus  the  full  Quarterly 
Household  Survey.  Thus,  different  sample  coverage  and  weighting  factors,  as 
well  as  other  procedural  differences,  could  contribute  to  the  discrepancies 
shown  in  table  G.  For  example,  there  were  differences  in  time  coverage,  and 
in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  the  older  person  was  the  respondent,  which  was  not 
necessarily  the  case  in  the  CPS. 


Table  G. — Comparison  of  labor-force  and  employment  status  of  persons  aged  65  and 
over,  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  and  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged 


Labor-force  and 
employment  status 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  

In  labor  force  

Percent  


Total  percent  in 
labor  force  


Employed  

At  work  

With  a  job  but  not 
at  work  

Unemployed  


Men 


Bureau 

of 
Labor 
Statis- 
tics 1 


7,526 
2,077 
27.6 


100.0 


94.3 
85.3 


9.0 
5.7 


Survey  of  the  Aged 


Total 


2  7.427 
2,141 
28.8 


100.0 


3  87.6 
73.0 


14.2 
12.4 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


2  5,573 
1  ,381 
24.8 


100.0 


3  83.7 
66.7 


16.7 
16.4 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


2  1 ,855 
760 
41.0 


100.0 


3  94.6 
84.5 


9.7 
5.4 


Women 


Bureau 

of 
Labor 
Statis- 
tics 1 


,344 
855 
9.2 


100.0 


95.9 
90.2 


5.7 
4.1 


Survey  of  the  Aged 


Total 


2  9  ,070 
1  ,000 
11.0 


100.0 


3  89.1 
73.4 


12.6 
11.0 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


2  6,255 
717 
11.5 


100.0 


3  87.2 
70.3 


13.4 
12.8 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


2  2,816 
284 
10.1 


100.0 


3  93.7 
81.0 


10.6 
6.3 


'  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  Monthly  Report  on  the  Labor  Force,  February  1963,  tables  A-2,  A-10, 
and  A-11,  average  for  January  and  February;  unpublished  data  provided  by  BLS  on  the  work  status  of 
employed  persons  aged  65  and  over. 

2  Number  reporting  on  labor-force  status  (table  8.11). 

'  Includes  a  few  persons  not  reporting  on  work  status. 


Work  experience,  1962. — The  proportion  of  noninstitutionalized  men  and 
women  aged  65  and  over  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  who  reported  work  experi- 
ence or  lack  of  it  in  1962  is  essentially  the  same  as  that  published  by  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  for  the  total  noninstitutionalized  population  aged 
65  and  over  (table  H).  In  addition,  of  persons  who  reported  work  experi- 
ence during  the  year,  the  proportions  of  men  and  women  in  the  labor  survey 
who  reported  work  at  full-  and  part-time  jobs  for  a  specified  number  of  weeks 
during  1962  are  not  significantly  different  from  proportions  in  the  aged  survey, 
with  one  exception:  a  larger  proportion  of  men  in  the  labor  survey  reported 
work  at  part-time  jobs  for  50  to  52  weeks  than  in  the  aged  survey.  However, 
the  difference  was  so  slight  that  it  could  have  been  accounted  for  by  the  27,000 
men  in  the  aged  survey  who  did  not  report  the  number  of  weeks  worked  at 
part-time  jobs. 

The  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  also  made  available  unpublished  data  on  the 
employment  of  male  workers  aged  65  and  over  by  occupation  in  longest-held 
job  in  1962.  Similar  data  are  not  available  for  women  for  1962.  The  per- 
centage distribution  of  men  by  occupation  in  the  labor  survey  is  consistent  with 
the  percentage  distribution  of  men  by  major  occupation  in  1962  obtained  by 
the  aged  survey  (table  I). 

Assets 

The  two  sets  of  data  with  which  information  on  assets  from  the  1963  Sur- 
vey of  the  Aged  can  most  fruitfully  be  compared  are  from  the  1960  and  1963 
Surveys  of  Consumer  Finances,  conducted  by  the  Survey  Research  Center  of 
the  University  of  Michigan,  and  the  Survey  of  Financial  Characteristics  of 
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Table  H. — Comparison  of  work  experience  of  persons  aged  65  and  over,  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  and  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged 


Men 

Women 

Work  experience 

Bureau 

Survey 

Bureau 

Survey 

of  Labor 

of  the 

of  Labor 

of  the 

Statistics  * 

Aged 

Statistics  ^ 

Aged 

Number  (thousands)   . 

7  ,520 

2  7 ,493 

9  ,384 

2  9  ,290 

Total  percent  

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

No  work  in  1962     . 

61 .6 

61 .8 

85.7 

85.9 

Some  work  in  1962  __   

38.4 

38.2 

14.3 

14.1 

Worked  in  1962 

Number  (thousands) __    

2,888 

»  2,798 

1 ,340 

» 1 ,267 

Total  percent-  

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Worked  at  full-time  jobs   .   

60.4 

4  60.3 

47.5 

«  49.8 

50-52  weeks  

37.8 

34.7 

25.3 

23.0 

27-49  weeks   

10.9 

13.4 

9.8 

13.4 

14-26  weeks  .   

6.7 

7.1 

6.3 

7.7 

1-13  weeks 

5.0 

4.9 

6.1 

5.1 

Worked  at  part-time  jobs  

39.6 

<  39.7 

52.5 

<  50.2 

50-52  weeks  ~.   

15.4 

12.4 

17.5 

15.5 

27-49  weeks   

7.5 

6.7 

11.1 

10.9 

14-26  weeks      

6.3 

7.6 

9.7 

9.6 

10.4 

12.0 

14.2 

13.1 

'  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  Special  Labor  Force  Report  No.  38,  1964,  table  A-1,  p.  A-6.    Data  pertain 
to  the  civilian  noninstitutional  population. 
2  Excludes  institutional  population. 

*  Number  reporting  on  work  experience. 

*  Includes  a  few  workers  not  reporting  on  number  of  weeks  worked. 


Table  I. — Comparison  of  type  of  employment  of  men  aged  65  and  over,  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  and  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged — Percentage  distribution  by  type  of 
employment 


Bureau 

Survey 

Occupation 

of  Labor 

of  the 

Statistics  ' 

Aged  * 

Number  (thousands)  -  _  .  .  

2,888 

s  2.770 

Total  percent-                            _    -      -  -    

100.0 

100.0 

8.3 

9.6 

Farmers  and  farm  managers  -     

15.9 

13.4 

Managers,  officials,  and  proprietors  -  

15.4 

14.5 

Clerical  workers  .               .                          _-.  --   

6.4 

6.1 

Sales  workers  .   

6.8 

7.0 

Craftsmen  and  foremen         -   -    - 

14.7 

14.6 

Operatives  _-                         _  _    

8.7 

9.6 

.3 

.6 

Service  workers                         _--             -   -  

11.8 

12.6 

Farm  laborers  and  foremen-  _                      -  -_   _  

4.4 

5.2 

Other  laborers.  -                  -                     _    -   

7.4 

6.9 

'  Unpublished  data  on  workers  aged  65  and  over  classified  by  longest  job 

in  1962. 

'  Workers  are  classified  by  their  major  occupation  (table  7.9). 

'  Number  reporting  on  type  of  employment. 

Consumers,  conducted  for  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census  in  the  spring  and  summer  of  1963.6 

Survey  of  Consumer  Finances. — In  the  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  the 
basic  data  are  obtained  and  tabulated  for  spending  units.  "Separate  spending 
units  are  designated  within  the  family  unit  when  it  is  made  up  of  groups  of 
persons  who  have  separate  income,  maintain  separate  finances,  and  pool  less 

"Survey  of  Consumer  Finances  (University  of  Michigan,  Survey  Research  Center,  published 
annually)  ;  Dorothy  S.  Projector  and  Gertrude  S.  Weiss,  Survey  of  Financial  Characteristics 
of  Consumers  (Washington:  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  1966). 
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than  half  of  these  incomes  for  joint  expenses.  Husbands,  wives,  and  dependent 
children  are  always  kept  within  the  same  spending  unit,  however."  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  in  about  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  the  family  and  the  spending 
unit  are  identical. 

The  spending  unit  is  closer  in  concept  to  the  survey  unit  used  in  the  1963 
Survey  of  the  Aged  than  is  the  family  unit.  Nevertheless,  they  do  not  match 
precisely.  The  combination  of  the  data  for  all  units  in  the  Survey  of  the 
Aged — the  nonmarried  men  and  women  with  the  married  couples — would  be 
expected  to  provide  a  lower  estimate  for  assets  than  would  the  Survey  of  Con- 
sumer Finances,  to  the  extent  that  some  of  those  with  no  or  very  small  assets 
and  low  incomes  would  be  pooling  their  resources  with  relatives  and  would  be 
included  in  spending  units  headed  by  a  member  aged  less  than  65.  Direc- 
tionally,  the  estimates  from  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  might  also  be  lower 
because  assets  held  by  all  members  of  the  spending  unit  are  included  in  the 
Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  but  only  the  holdings  of  the  aged  person  or 
married  couple  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged. 

Asset  data  for  1963  from  the  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances  are  limited  to 
liquid  assets,  defined,  as  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged,  to  include  U.S.  savings 
bonds  and  savings  and  checking  accounts.  The  holdings  of  liquid  assets  (but 
not  of  total  assets)  were  tabulated  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  for  units  living 
with  relatives  and  not  living  with  relatives.  Hence,  comparisons  of  holdings 
of  liquid  assets  are  available  which  permit  some  evaluation  of  differences 
arising  from  differences  in  survey  units.  The  median  liquid  asset  holdings  for 
all  units  aged  65  and  over  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  were  $570  as  against 
$1,215  for  spending  units  with  head  aged  65  and  over  in  the  1963  Survey  of 
Consumer  Finances  (table  J).  Only  63  percent  of  the  units  in  the  former 
survey  reported  having  some  liquid  assets  as  compared  with  74  percent  in  the 
latter  survey.  However,  when  only  those  units  not  living  with  relatives  are 
considered,  69  percent  reported  holdings  and  the  median  amount  for  all  such 
units  was  $865. 


Table  J. — Comparison  of  liquid  assets  of  units  aged  65  and  over,  1960  and  1963 
Surveys  of  Consumer  Finances  and  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged — Percentage  distribution 
by  value  of  assets 


Value  of  assets 

Survey  of  Consumer 
Finances  ^ 

Survey  of  the  Aged 

1960 

1963 

All 
survey 
units 

All  units 
not  living 

with 
relatives 

All 
married 
couples 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None      .         -  .  

30 
20 
29 
10 
8 
4 

$1 ,000 
3,000 

26 
22 
29 
11 

}  - 

$1  ,215 
2,900 

37 
20 
23 
9 

11 

$570 
2,410 

31 
21 
24 
11 

13 

$865 
2,620 

29 
20 
25 
12 

14 

$1  ,110 
3,010 

Less  than  $1,000                     ..  ._. 

$1,000-4,999  

$5,000-9,999  

$10,000-24,999  

$25,000  and  over  

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units.         _    . 

Units  with  liquid  assets.  _  _ 

'  Survey  Research  Center,  Institute  for  Social  Research,  University  of  Michigan;  1960  Survey  of  Con- 
sumer Finances,  p.  133;  1963  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  p.  100.  Data  are  for  spending  units  with 
head  aged  65  and  over. 


Information  on  other  types  of  assets  and  total  assets  is  available  from  the 
Survey  of  Consumer  Finances  for  1960.  The  evidence  presented  in  table  J 
suggests  that  data  for  married  couples,  although  presumably  yielding  too  high 
an  estimate  because  of  the  omission  of  some  of  the  individuals  who  would  be 
included  as  spending  units,  nevertheless  provide  a  better  approximation  to  the 
spending  unit  than  would  the  inclusion  of  all  the  nonmarried  units.  Holdings 


''1963  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  p.  7. 
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of  corporate  stocks  by  spending  units  with  head  aged  65  and  over  may  be  com- 
pared with  holdings  of  securities  of  married  couples  with  at  least  one  member 
aged  65  or  over,  as  follows: 

Percent 

with  Median 
holdings  value 


1960  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  spending  units   14  $7,500 

1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  married  couples   14  7,150 

Although  the  estimates  from  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  would  be  expected  to  be 
higher,  the  general  level  of  magnitude  is  reasonably  similar.  The  following 
comparison  for  equity  in  the  home  does  show  higher  values  for  the  1963 
estimate : 

Percent 
with 

home  Median 
equity  value 


1960  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  farm  and  nonfarm 

spending  units   64  $9 , 700 

1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  nonfarm  married  couples   66  10,000 

The  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances  estimate  for  other  real  estate  is  com- 
pared with  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  estimate  for  equity  in  business,  farm,  and 
real  estate  investment  (the  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances  reported  only  3 
percent  with  unincorported  business  assets)  : 

Percent 
with 

other  Median 
assets  value 


1960  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  spending  units   21  $8,300 

1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  married  couples   27  11,250 

Total  assets  would  be  expected  to  be  greater  for  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  on 
three  counts:  somewhat  broader  item  coverage  (for  example,  marketable 
bonds,  and  more  comprehensive  questions  on  business  investments)  ;  increase 
in  asset  values  between  1960  and  1963;  and  the  use  of  data  for  married 
couples  for  comparison  with  data  for  spending  units.  In  view  of  these  differ- 
ences, the  following  comparison  of  total  assets  does  not  seem  inconsistent: 


Median  value 


1960  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  spending 

units  

1963  Survey  of  the  Aged,  married  couples  


Percent 
with 
assets 


87 
90 


All 
reporting 
units 


$8,000 
11,180 


Units 
with 
assets 


$9,400 
13,000 


The  1962  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances,  conducted  in  January  and  Febru- 
ary 1962,  featured  information  on  the  net  worth  of  spending  units.  Lack  of 
comparability  with  the  1960  data  on  assets  was  pointed  out,  however,  both 
because  of  definitional  differences  and  because  amounts  were  asked  for  by 
classes  in  1960  and  not  in  1962.  The  1963  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances  data 
on  net  worth  are  not  comparable  with  tlie  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  (auto- 
mobile data  are  included,  for  example),  but  the  magnitude  of  the  difference  in 
the  median  net  worth  for  spending  units  with  head  aged  65  or  over  and  of 
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married  couples  aged  65  and  over  ($8,000  against  $10,860)  is  about  the  same 
as  the  comparison  given  above  for  assets. 

Both  surveys,  of  course,  are  subject  to  sampling  errors.  The  sampling  errors 
are  relatively  large  for  the  data  from  the  Survey  of  Consumer  Finances 
because  of  the  small  number  in  the  sample  aged  65  and  over;  the  sample  of 
the  Survey  of  the  Aged  provided  substantially  more  precise  estimates  for  the 
older  population  group. 

Survey  of  Financial  Characteristics  of  Consumers. — The  Survey  of  Finan- 
cial Characteristics  of  Consumers  was  conducted  for  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board  by  the  Census  Bureau  in  the  spring  and  summer  of  1963.^  Holdings  of 
assets  were  reported  for  December  31,  1962.  The  time  coverage  is  therefore 
comparable  with  that  of  the  Survey  of  the  Aged.  Survey  units  for  the  Finan- 
cial Characteristics  survey  were  the  families  and  unrelated  individuals  as 
defined  by  the  Census;  hence,  allowance  must  be  made  in  the  comparisons  for 
the  effects  of  the  difference  in  unit  definition. 

A  feature  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  study  was  the  special  effort  to 
obtain  sufficient  data  for  statistical  analysis  from  units  v/ho  owned  such  assets 
as  stocks,  marketable  bonds,  and  investment  in  real  estate.  Higher  sampling 
rates  were  used  among  groups  expected  to  have  sizable  amounts  of  net  worth. 
Also,  the  study,  focusing  as  it  did  entirely  on  the  financial  characteristics  of 
the  respondents,  probed  more  deeply  and  obtained  more  details  about  asset 
holdings  than  did  the  Survey  of  the  Aged,  which  also  covered  other  areas  of 
concern,  such  as  work  experience,  health  care,  living  arrangements,  and  food 
and  housing  expenditures.  For  both  these  reasons,  a  more  complete  report  of 
assets  would  be  expected  from  the  former  than  from  the  latter  study. 

Mean  net  worth  and  its  major  components  for  families  with  heads  aged  65 
and  over  and  unrelated  individuals  aged  65  and  over  from  the  Survey  of 
Financial  Characteristics  of  Consumers  and  for  all  units  and  married  couples 
aged  65  and  over  from  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  are  as  follows: 


Survey  of 
Financial 
Characteristics 
of  Consumers 

Survey  of  the  Aged 

All 
reporting 
units 

Married 
couples 

$30,008 

$15,712 

$22,534 

Equitv  in  nonfarm  home  

Liquid  assets  

Other  (including  investment  in  real 
estate,  business,  mortgage  assets, 

130,174 
6,895 
4,957 
9,719 

8,604 

15,818 
5,068 
3,911 
2,430 

4,409 

22,696 
7,094 
5,407 
3,749 

6,446 

166 

106 

162 

^  Excludes  $358  for  automobiles,  $28  corporate  savings  plans,  and  $278  for  miscellaneous  other  than 
loans  to  individuals.  Total  wealth  shown  by  Federal  Reserve  Board  study  for  families  with  heads  aged 
65  and  over  thus  amounted  to  $30,838. 


The  units  of  the  Survey  of  Financial  Characteristics  of  Consumers  and  the 
Survey  of  the  Aged  are  different.  As  in  the  case  of  spending  units,  discussed 
above,  data  for  families  and  single  individuals  from  the  financial  survey  would 
be  expected  to  fall  between  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  estimates  for  married 
couples  and  nonmarried  men  and  women  combined,  and  for  married  couples 
alone.  The  Survey  of  Financial  Characteristics  estimates  of  equity  in  nonfarm 
homes  and  of  liquid  assets  do  indeed  fall  within  this  expected  range,  but  the 
estimates  of  marketable  securities  and  "other"  assets,  particularly  the  former, 
fall  well  above  it.  Thus,  in  the  aggregate,  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  yielded 
considerably  lower  estimates  of  total  assets  of  the  aged  than  did  the  Survey  of 
Financial  Characteristics  of  Consumers. 


*  Projector  and  Weiss,  op.  cit. 
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It  would  be  expected  that  in  as  heavily  skewed  a  distribution  as  that  for 
wealth,  and  particularly  for  holdings  of  securities,  the  study  design  of  the 
financial  survey,  focusing  as  it  did  on  the  top  income  classes  and  top  asset 
holders,  would  produce  greater  differences  in  the  means  than  in  the  medians 
as  compared  with  the  aged  survey.  The  distributions  of  total  wealth  (assets) 
from  the  two  surveys  are  as  follows: 

Survey  of  Survey  of  the  Aged 

Financial 

Characteristics  All  Married 
of  Consumers  ^       units  couples 


Total  percent   100  100  100 


None   11  20  10 

$1-999   8  9  6 

$1,000-4,999   13  17  15 

$5,000-9,999   18  15  17 

$10,000  and  over   49  39  53 

Median  value   $9,860  $6,085  $11,185 


'  Includes  a  few  items  not  covered  by  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  amounting  to  about  2  percent  of  the 
total  (see  above). 


Table  K. — Comparison  of  hquid  assets  and  of  marketable  securities  (corporate 
stock)  of  families  or  units  aged  65  and  over,  Survey  of  Financial  Characteristics  of 
Consumers  and  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged — Percentage  distribution  by  value  of  assets 


Value  of  asset 


Total  percent 

None  

$1-499  

$500-999  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-4,999  

$5,000-9,999  

$10, 000-14, 999__ 
$15  ,000  and  over. 

Median  value: 
All  reporting  un 
Units  with 

Mean  value.. 


Liquid  assets 


Survey  of 
Financial 
Charac- 
teristics 
of  Con- 
sumers ' 


100 


$950 
2,560 
4,957 


Survey  of  the  Aged 


All 
survey 
units 


100 


$570 
2,410 
2  4,435 


All 
units 
not 
living 
with 
relatives 


100 


$865 
2,620 
5,377 


Married 
couples 


100 


$1  ,110 
3,010 
26,117 


Corporate 
stock 


Survey  of 
Financial 
Charac- 
teristics 
of  Con- 


100 


0 

$7,500 
3  8,432 


Marketable 
securities 


Survey  of 
the  Aged 


All 
survey 
units 


100 


0 

$5,920 
2  2,615 


Married 
couples 


100 


0 

$7,150 
2  4,011 


'  Federal  Reserve  Board,  Survey  of  Financial  Characteristics  of  Consumers,  tables  A-4,  A-5,  and  A-10. 
Data  for  families  with  head  aged  65  and  over. 

2  Differs  from  means  for  liquid  assets  of  $3,911  for  all  units  and  $5,407  for  married  couples,  and  from 
means  for  marketable  securities  of  $2,430  for  all  units  and  $3,749  for  married  couples  shown  in  text  as 
components  of  net  worth;  these  latter  estimates  are  based  on  those  reporting  on  all  component  items  of 
net  worth — a  smaller  number  than  those  reporting  on  eacli  individual  component. 

3  Estimate  for  all  marketable  securities  is  $9,719;  the  distribution  and  medians  are  not  available  for 
this  item. 

The  distribution,  means,  and  median  amounts  of  liquid  assets,  which  are 
comparable  in  item  coverage  in  the  two  studies,  are  given  in  table  K,  with  the 
estimates  from  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  shown  for  units  not  living  with  rela- 
tives as  well  as  for  all  units  and  for  married  couples.  The  Survey  of  Finan- 
cial Characteristics  of  Consumers  found  a  somewhat  larger  proportion  of 
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older  families  reporting  some  small  amounts,  less  than  $500  of  liquid  assets; 
otherwise,  the  distributions  were  quite  similar,  and  since  there  is  not  the  same 
great  concentration  of  holdings  of  liquid  assets  among  those  with  high  income 
and  large  amount  of  wealth  that  is  true  for  corporate  stock  and  other  invest- 
ment assets,  the  means  in  the  two  studies  are  not  at  greatly  different  levels. 
A  comparison  of  distributions  and  of  means  and  median  holdings  of  corporate 
stock  or  marketable  securities,  on  the  other  hand,  suggests  that  whereas  the 
mean  amounts  in  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  study  are  probably  two  and  a 
half  or  three  times  greater  than  the  amount  obtained  in  the  Survey  of  the 
Aged,  the  median  amounts  are  probably  no  more  than  10  or  20  percent  greater. 

In  summary,  then,  as  nearly  as  the  classifications  of  the  data  and  noncom- 
parability  of  survey  units  permit  comparisons,  there  is  evidence  that  aggre- 
gate assets  are  underestimated  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  as  compared  with 
the  Federal  Reserve  Board  study.  The  differences  in  the  medians  are  much 
smaller. 

Health  Services  and  Medical  Costs 

The  most  important  source  for  comparisons  of  the  data  on  health  and 
medical  care  is  the  Health  Interview  Survey,  conducted  by  the  Public  Health 
Service  with  the  cooperation  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census.  Information  on  a 
variety  of  topics  related  to  health  conditions,  medical  services,  and  costs  is 
collected  in  a  continuing  nationwide  sample  of  households.  The  population 
covered  is  the  civilian,  noninstitutional  population  of  the  United  States  living 
at  the  time  of  the  interview.  Reports  on  utilization  of  health  services,  insur- 
ance coverage,  and  costs  of  medical  care  have  been  drawn  upon  for  com- 
parisons with  the  data  from  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged.  Other  sources  that 
have  provided  less  extensive  comparisons  include  the  1960-61  Survey  of  Con- 
sumer Expenditures  and  the  study  of  the  health  of  older  people  directed  by 
Ethel  Shanas. 

The  Health  Interview  Survey. — Information  on  use  of  hospital  services  and 
physician  visits  in  both  the  Health  Interview  Survey  and  the  Survey  of  the 
Aged  has  been  obtained  and  tabulated  for  persons  aged  65  and  over;  hence 
comparisons  can  be  made  without  the  problem  of  unit  definition.  The  Health 
Interview  Survey  estimate  of  the  number  of  discharges  from  short-stay  hos- 
pitals per  1,000  population  for  persons  aged  65  and  over,  170  for  July  1962  to 
June  1963,  is  almost  identical  with  the  estimate  from  the  Survey  of  the  Aged, 
171  for  1962.  Both  surveys  show  that  men  are  more  frequently  hospitalized 
than  women: 


Discharges  from  short-stay 
hospitals  per  1,000  population 


Health  Interview 

Survey  of  the 

Survey,  1962-63  i 

Aged,  1962 

170 

171 

Men   192  184 

Women   152  161 


1  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  10,  No.  9,  Medical  Care, 
Health  Status,  and  Family  Income,  United  States,  table  1. 


The  distributions  by  length  of  stay  in  these  hospitals  were  also  reasonably 
similar  in  the  two  surveys: 

Health  Interview       Survey  of  the 
Survey,  1962-63  ^         Aged,  1962 


All  stays   100  100 


1-3  days   15  16 

4-14  days   58  55 

15  days  and  over   27  29 


1  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  10,  No.  9.  Medical  Care,  Health  Status, 
and  Family  Income,  United  States,  table  2. 
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The  proportion  of  men  and  women  who  received  out-of -hospital  physician 
care  in  1962  was  slightly  but  consistently  higher  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged 
than  in  the  Health  Interview  Survey  for  the  period  July  1963-June  1964. 
However,  both  surveys  show  a  greater  number  of  physician  visits  for  women 
than  for  men,  and  an  increase  with  advancing  age,  as  indicated  below: 

  Percent  with  1  or  more  visits  a  year  


Total  Men  Women 


Health  Health  Health 

Inter-  Survey  Inter-  Survey      Inter-  Survey 

view  of  the       view  of  the       view  of  the 

Survey,  Aged,  Survey,  Aged,      Survey,  Aged, 

1963-641  1962  1963-641  1962  1963-641  1962 


Aged  65  and  over             69  71  65  67  72  75 

Aged  65-72   70  ..  67  ..  72 

Aged  65-74                       68  ..  63  ..  72 

Aged  73  and  over   73  68  . .  77 

Aged  75  and  over                70  . .  68  . .  73 


1  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  10,  No.  19.    Physician  Visits,  Interval  of  Visits,  p.  19. 

Differences  in  the  opposite  direction  might  have  been  expected,  since  the 
Health  Interview  Survey  classified  telephone  consultations  as  visits,  and  their 
question  "About  how  long  since  you  have  seen  or  talked  to  a  doctor?"  followed 
a  series  of  questions  on  contacts  with  a  doctor  during  the  previous  week.  There 
is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  differences  in  reference  period  are  a  factor, 
because  the  Health  Interview  Survey  data  on  average  number  of  visits  per 
year  per  person  aged  65  and  over  remained  identical  between  1958-59  and 
1963-64  at  6.7  visits.^ 

Health  insurance  coverage  is  given  in  both  surveys  for  these  same  age/sex 
groups  as  follows: 

 Percent  with  any  health  insurance  

Total  Men  Women 


Health  Health  Health 

Inter-  Survey  Inter-  Survey      Inter-  Survey 

view  of  the       view  of  the       view  of  the 

Survey,  Aged,  Survey,  Aged,  Survey,  Aged, 

1962-631     1962  1962-63  1     1962  1962-631  1962 


Aged  65  and  over             54  52  55  52  54  52 

Aged  65-72   59  ..  58  ..  60 

Aged  65-74                       61  . .  61  . .  61 

Aged  73  and  over   44  . .  44  . .  43 

Aged  75  and  over               41  . .  42  . .  40 


1  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  10,  No.  11.    Health  Insurance  Coverage,  table  6. 

The  two  surveys  are  almost  identical  in  level  of  coverage  for  men  and 
women  and  are  consistent  in  showing  a  decrease  in  coverage  with  advancing 
age.  The  small  differential  of  two  percentage  points  in  the  proportion  of  those 
aged  65  and  over  with  health  insurance  can  be  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that 
the  Health  Interview  Survey  refers  to  the  noninstitutional  population,  the 
Survey  of  the  Aged  to  the  total  population.  Very  few  of  the  aged  in  institu- 
tions reported  health  insurance  coverage — less  than  10  percent.  When  adjust- 
ment is  made  for  this,  the  proportion  covered  by  health  insurance  is  the  same 

*  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  10,  No.  18.  Volume  of  Physician  Visits, 
table  1. 
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in  the  two  surveys — 54  percent  of  the  noninstitutional  population  or  52  per- 
cent of  the  total  population  65  and  over. 

Information  on  the  costs  of  medical  care  by  major  items  of  expense  was 
obtained  in  both  surveys.  In  designing  the  schedule  for  the  Survey  of  the 
Aged,  the  Social  Security  Administration  used  the  short  form  that  the  Health 
Interview  Survey  had  tested  in  1960  against  a  very  detailed  questionnaire 
(administered  by  the  National  Opinion  Research  Center). In  July  1962  the 
Health  Interview  Survey  initiated  collection  of  data  on  personal  health  care 
expenditures  for  the  12  months  prior  to  interview,  using  a  self-enumeration 
form. 

In  spite  of  the  use  of  the  similar  questions,  differences  in  collection  proce- 
dures and  in  the  method  of  classifying  the  data  must  be  taken  into  account  in 
comparisons  of  results.  The  Health  Interview  Survey  collected  the  informa- 
tion on  costs  for  each  family  member  separately.  Use  of  a  separate  form  for 
each  family  member  should  aid  in  recall,  but  can  result  in  duplication  when 
one  bill  covers  care  received  by  several  family  members.  The  Health  Interview 
Survey  left  the  forms  for  self -enumeration  after  completion  of  the  regular 
survey  interview  and  requested  that  they  be  mailed  in;  households  for  which 
the  forms  were  not  returned  or  for  which  the  information  was  incomplete  were 
contacted  by  telephone. 

The  procedure  in  the  1963  Survey  of  the  Aged  was  to  leave  a  form  with 
the  respondent  at  the  conclusion  of  a  Current  Population  Survey  or  Quarterly 
Household  Survey  interview.  Respondents  were  asked  to  complete  the  form, 
checking  records  and  consulting  children  as  appropriate,  and  then  to  hold  the 
form  for  the  Census  interviewer  to  pick  up  in  a  few  weeks.  The  interviewer 
reviewed  the  self -enumeration  form  with  the  respondent  for  completeness  and 
consistency  and  then  asked  a  number  of  additional  questions  on  hospitalization 
and  medical  care  costs.  Thus,  there  was  the  advantage  of  the  direct-interview 
method  as  well  as  any  gain  in  accuracy  from  consulting  records.  The  reference 
period  was  the  calendar  year  1962,  rather  than  the  previous  12  months.  There 
was,  however,  no  prior  discussion  of  illness  and  health  conditions. 

The  following  estimates  show  per-person  medical  expenses  by  type  of  service 
for  all  persons  aged  65  and  over  from  the  two  surveys : 

Health 

Interview  Survey  of 

Survery,  the  Aged, 

1962-63  1  ]962 


Total   $208  $248 


Medical  institutions   53  85 

Physicians  and  surgeons   62  72 

Medicines  and  drugs   54  54 

Dentists   15  14 

Other   24  23 


1  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  10,  No.  9.    Medical  Care, 
Health  Status,  and  Family  Income,  table  6. 

Three  major  points  must  be  kept  in  mind  in  this  comparison:  (a)  The  Sur- 
vey of  the  Aged  included  the  institutionalized  population,  while  the  Health 
Interview  Survey  represents  only  the  noninstitutionalized  population.  The 
higher  hospital  costs  may,  to  some  extent,  be  related  to  the  institutional  care 
costs.  This  point  should  not  be  overstressed,  however,  since  many  of  the  insti- 
tutionalized persons  would  not  have  been  included  in  this  estimate,  either 
because  they  were  receiving  some  free  care  or  because  of  no  response  on  costs, 
(b)  The  Health  Interview  Survey  averages  include  the  expenses  of  those  who 
received  some  free  care,  whereas  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  averages  are  based 
only  on  the  expenses  of  those  who  received  no  free  care  at  all.  This  procedural 
difference  contributes  to  the  lower  estimates  fiom  the  Health  Interview  Sur- 
vey in  that  the  actual  amounts  paid  for  services  by  those  receiving  some  free 
care  are  apt  to  be  relatively  small.    Survey  of  the  Aged  data  show  out-of- 


National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  2,  No.  2.  Measurement  of  Personal  Health 
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pocket  expenses  for  all  units,  including  those  who  received  some  free  care,  as 
lower  than  incurred  costs,  as  defined,  even  though  the  former  include  pay- 
ments for  insurance,  (c)  In  deriving  the  per-person  estimate  from  the  Sur- 
vey of  the  Aged  data,  the  per-person  expense  of  the  married  couple  has  been 
used,  weighted  by  the  number  of  spouses  in  the  group  aged  65  and  over.  In 
effect,  this  assumed  that  on  the  average  the  younger  spouse  had  the  same 
medical  expense  as  the  spouse  aged  65  and  over.  The  figure  given  above  is 
underestimated  to  the  extent  that  the  younger  spouse  may  actually  have  had 
lower  expenses.  (At  the  extreme,  if  spouses  under  age  65  had  been  assumed 
to  have  had  no  expense,  the  total  medical  costs  would  have  been  assigned 
to  those  aged  65  and  over,  and  the  average  per-person  expense  would  be 
increased  from  the  $248  shown  about  to  $276).  On  the  other  hand,  if  those 
in  the  younger  group,  mostly  women,  had  higher  expenses  than  their  older 
husbands,  the  estimate  of  $248  should  be  lower. 

Survey  of  Consumer  Expenditures,  1960-61. — The  nationwide  Survey  of 
Consumer  Expenditures,  1960-61,  was  a  cooperative  undertaking  of  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Labor  and  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture.il  Information  was  collected  in  considerable  detail  on  the  ex- 
penditures, savings,  and  income  of  urban,  rural-nonfarm,  and  farm  families. 
The  survey  was  conducted  in  two  years;  in  1961,  covering  family  incomes  and 
expenditures  in  urban  places  for  the  calendar  year  1960;  and  in  1962,  provid- 
ing data  on  urban,  rural-nonfarm,  and  rural-farm  families  for  1961. 

Estimates  are  available  of  expenditures  for  medical  care  of  all  families, 
urban  and  rural,  with  heads  aged  65  to  74,  and  75  and  over.  The  per-person 
average  expenditure  of  those  in  families  with  heads  aged  65  and  over 
amounted  to  $164.  This  expenditure  figure  includes  payments  for  insurance 
premiums  and  payments  made  for  medical  care  by  all  households  whether 
some  free  care  was  received  or  not.  It  is,  therefore,  comparable  in  concept  with 
the  out-of-pocket  costs  shown  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged,  which  averaged  $194 
per  person  for  all  units.  A  higher  figure  is,  indeed,  to  be  expected  for  the 
usual  reasons  arising  from  the  differences  in  the  units:  the  inclusion  of  fewer 
persons  younger  than  65,  and  more  of  the  older  nonmarried  men  and  women, 
who  would  be  included  in  families  with  heads  under  age  65  in  the  Consumer 
Expenditures  Survey. 

Health  status. — While  the  1963  survey  was  not  considered  an  appropriate 
vehicle  for  collecting  "hard"  information  on  health,  it  was  deemed  useful  to 
ask  respondents  to  evaluate  their  health  as  "good,"  "fair,"  or  "poor,"  in  order 
to  be  able  to  relate  their  self -evaluation  to  other  factors  under  study. 

About  half  of  those  responding  considered  themselves  in  good  health,  and 
one-sixth  in  poor  health.  Aged  women  consistently  reported  better  health  than 
aged  men.  This  differential  is  inconsistent  with  the  findings  of  other  studies, 
e.g.,  preliminary  reports  from  the  cross-national  survey  of  the  aged,  of  a  Dutch 
study,  and  of  an  earlier  study  for  the  United  States,  all  of  which  found  more 
men  than  women  reporting  favorably  on  their  health  status. 

For  example,  the  1963  survey  data  compared  as  follows  with  those  collected 
in  1957  by  the  National  Opinion  Research  Center  (NORC)  :  12 

Percent  evaluating  own 
health  status  as — 


Total        Good        Fair  Poor 


Total,  65  and  over: 

Survey  of  the  Aged   100  51  32  17 

NORC  Survey   100  53  28  19 

Men: 

Survey  of  the  Aged   100  44  35  21 

NORC  Survey   100  54  27  18 

Women: 

Survey  of  the  Aged   100  57  30  13 

NORC  Survey   100  51  29  20 


Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  Survey  of  Consumer  Expenditures,  1960-61,  Consumer  Expendi- 
tures and  Income,  BLS  Report  No.  237-93,  February  1965;   U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Consumer  Expenditures  and  Income,  USDA  Survey  Report  No.  5,  April  1965. 
"  Shanas,  op.  cit. 
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The  inconsistency  may  be  explained  in  part  by  the  collection  procedures  for 
the  1963  survey.  Interviewers  were  instructed  to  ask  the  question  ("About 
your  health  in  general — not  just  today — would  you  say  it  was  good,  fair,  or 
poor?")  only  of  the  sample  person  and  wife  individually,  about  his  (her)  own 
health,  and  to  "skip  out"  if  the  individual  was  not  present.  Callbacks  to  obtain 
answers  to  this  question  were  not  required.  In  consequence,  health-status 
reports  were  obtained  from  only  77  percent  of  all  the  aged  (including  in  the 
base  those  in  institutions,  who  were  not  asked  the  question).  About  two-fifths 
of  the  married  women  did  not  report  on  their  health ;  one-sixth  of  the  nonmar- 
ried  women  and  about  one-fifth  of  the  men  also  did  not  report. 

It  is  believed  that  the  enumerators  may  have  interpreted  the  instruction  to 
"skip  out"  if  the  sample  person  was  not  present  in  such  a  way  as  to  omit 
wives  who  were  responding  for  the  couple.  In  any  case,  the  men  not  reporting 
were  most  likely  to  be  those  at  work,  and  therefore  in  better  health  than  the 
others.  This  would  have  had  the  effect  of  increasing  the  proportion  of  men 
reporting  poor  health. 

There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  responses  are  not  valid  for  the  group 
that  did  respond.  Consequently,  the  health-status  evaluation  has  value  as  a 
classifying  variable.  Certainly  the  data  that  were  tabulated  by  health  status 
show  a  reasonable  relationship  to  that  status. 

Food  and  Housing 

The  1960-61  Survey  of  Consumer  Expenditures  provides  estimates  of  the 
expenditures  for  food  and  housing  of  households  with  head  aged  65  and  over, 
both  nonfarm  and  farm,  for  comparison  with  the  estimates  for  these  categories 
from  the  Survey  of  the  Aged.  It  must  be  remembered  that  information  on  food 
and  housing  was  obtained  in  the  latter  study  only  from  those  units  living  alone 
as  separate  households  during  all  of  1962,  a  group  with  somewhat  higher 
incomes  than  all  aged  units.  Per-person  expenditures  for  food  and  housing  as 
estimated  for  those  in  families  or  units  with  head  aged  65  and  over  in  the  two 
studies  were  as  follows: 

Consumer  Survey 
Expenditure        of  the 
Survey,  Aged, 
1960-61  1  1962 


Nonfarm: 

Food  ,   $423  $473 

Housmg   362  478 

Farm: 

Food   247  258 

Housing   178 


1  Survey  of  Consumer  Expenditures,  1960-1961,  Consumer  Ex- 
penditures and  Income,  BLS  Report  No.  237-93,  February  1965, 
p.  23;  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Consumer  Expenditures 
and  Income,  USDA  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  Report  No.  5, 
April  1965,  p.  16. 

Housing  costs  would  be  expected  to  be  somewhat  lower  in  the  Consumer 
Expenditure  Survey,  since  mortgage  payments  are  not  included  under  housing 
expenses,  but  as  a  savings  item  (decrease  in  liability).  However,  since  most 
homeowners  among  the  aged  are  without  mortgages,  this  factor  should  not 
account  for  all  of  the  observed  difference. 

The  per-person  expenditures  for  food  are  relatively  similar  between  the  two 
surveys,  especially  for  the  aged  farm  population.  The  greater  agreement  in 
amounts  spent  for  food  as  against  the  wider  differences  in  amounts  spent  for 
housing  may  arise  from  differences  in  size  of  units,  housing  being  more 
affected  than  food. 

Living  Arrangements 

Information  on  the  age/sex  composition  of  families  or  households  and  the 
relationship  of  members  is  obtained  in  most  socioeconomic  surveys.  Such  infor- 
mation is  often  used  as  a  classifying  or  explanatory  factor  rather  than  as  a 
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matter  of  specific  interest,  as  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged.  For  example,  the 
Health  Interview  Survey  presents  data  on  marital  status  and  living  conditions 
as  related  to  hospital  utilization.  The  Health  Interview  Survey  data  on  persons 
aged  65  and  over  are  compared  with  corresponding  data  for  the  noninstitu- 
tionalized  population  from  the  1963  survey,  in  the  percentage  distributions 
below : 

Men  Women 


Health  Health 

Interview  Survey  of  Interview  Survey  of 

Survey,  the  Aged,  Survey,  the  Aged, 

1960-61  1  1962  1960-61  i  1962 


Total  percent.   100  100  100  100 


No  relatives  present   16  19  31  36 

Relatives  present   84  81  69  64 

Married   71  69  36  35 

Other   13  12  33  29 


1  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics,  Series  10,  No.  20.    Persons  Hospitalized,  table  19. 

Studies  that  focus  on  the  aged,  on  the  other  hand,  are  usually  explicitly  con- 
cerned with  whether  the  older  couples  or  nonmarried  persons  are  living  with 
children  or  other  relatives.  For  example,  Ethel  Shanas  has  shown  the  living 
arrangements  of  all  persons  aged  65  and  over  in  the  noninstitutional  popula- 
tion from  the  1957  survey,!^  described  above,  and  in  the  1962  "cross-national" 
survey,  a  collaborative  research  project  in  which  comparable  surveys  of  the 
health,  economic  status,  and  family  structure  of  the  elderly  were  made  in  Den- 
mark, Great  Britain,  and  the  United  States,  Because  the  analysis  in  the 
Survey  of  the  Aged  is  in  terms  of  units  rather  than  persons,  and  the  types  of 
living  arrangements  are  categorized  somewhat  differently,  the  details  cannot 
be  compared  exactly,  but  the  approximations  do  not  suggest  any  inconsis- 
tencies. The  findings  show  even  stronger  evidence  than  the  studies  of  bene- 
ficiaries cited  in  the  text  of  an  increasing  trend  for  married  couples  to  live 
apart  from  their  children.i^  The  following  comparisons  for  the  noninstitu- 
tional, nonmarried  men  and  women  for  the  major  categories  of  living  arrange- 
ments show  similar  results: 

Nonmarried  men  Nonmarried  women 


Survey  of  Survey  of 

Shanas,  the  Aged,  Shanas,  the  Aged, 
1962  1  1962  1962  1  1962 


Total  percent   100  100  100  100 


No  relatives  present   60  58  52  52 

Alone   52  ...  46 

With  nonrelatives   8  ...  6 

Relatives  present.   40  42  48  48 

Children   27  27  34  34 

No  children   13  15  14  14 


1  Shanas,  Age  with  a  Future,  table  II,  p.  452. 

The  financial  aspects  of  doubling-up  of  adult  units  are  recognized  as  a  diffi- 
cult area.  Morgan,  David,  Cohen,  and  Brazer,  in  Income  and  Welfare  in  the 
United  States,  devoted  a  chapter  to  "The  Economics  of  Living  with  Rela- 
ys Ibid. 

"  Ethel  Shanas,  "Family  and  Household  Characteristics  of  Older  People  in  the  United 
States,"  reprinted  from  Age  with  a  Future,  Proceedings  of  the  Sixth  International  Congress 
of  Gerontology  (Copenhagen,  1963). 

« Ibid.,  pp.  450-1. 
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tives."  16  The  study  is  based  on  data  from  the  Survey  Research  Center,  Uni- 
versity of  Michigan,  covering  spending  units  of  all  age  groups,  and  a 
multivariate-analysis  approach  is  used.  Direct  comparisons  with  the  Survey  of 
the  Aged  are  not  possible;  nevertheless  findings  consistent  with  those  given  in 
this  report  may  be  cited: 

More  women  than  men  live  with  relatives,  but  the  differences  can  be 
attributed  completely  to  their  unmarried  state,  extreme  age,  and  low 
income.  Even  with  the  inclusion  of  contributions  from  relatives,  including 
free  food  and  rent,  the  adult  units  with  the  lowest  welfare  position  are 
most  likely  to  live  with  relatives.  Living  with  relatives  may  alleviate  some 
poverty  but  does  not  put  very  many  adult  units  in  a  really  comfortable 
economic  position,  unless  imputations  from  intrafamily  transfers  are  sub- 
stantially underestimated. 

Estimates  of  the  median  incomes  of  married  couples  with  head  aged  65  and 
over  with  and  without  relatives  present  and  the  family  income  of  the  former 
group  are  available  from  the  1960  Census  and  may  be  compared  with  the  data 
from  the  Survey  of  the  Aged  as  follows: 

Survey  of 
Census,      the  Aged, 
1959 1  1962 


All  married  couples   $2 , 600        $2 , 875 


No  relatives  present   2,670  2,940 

Relatives  present: 

Income  of  married  couples   2 , 400  2 , 695 

Family  income   5,200  3,970 


1  "Income  of  the  Elderly,"  U.S.  Census  of  Population:  1960,  PC(2)-8B, 
table  2.  See  also  Lenore  Epstein,  "Living  Arrangements  and  Income  of  the 
Aged,"  Social  Security  Bulletin,  September  1963. 


The  differences  in  the  income  of  the  married  couples  are  relatively  slight, 
considering  differences  in  time  period  and  the  income-interview  methods,  but 
the  differences  in  the  family  income  are  large  enough  to  throw  doubt  on  the 
level  given  in  the  Survey  of  the  Aged.  Family  income  in  this  survey  was 
obtained  from  the  control  card  used  for  the  Current  Population  Survey  (CPS). 
It  was  asked  as  a  single  global  estimate  on  the  part  of  the  respondent,  and 
could  relate  to  as  much  as  a  year  earlier,  with  the  use  of  a  flash  card  when 
needed  (appendix  B,  item  5).  This  procedure  undoubtedly  led  to  lower  esti- 
mates of  income  than  did  the  more  detailed  questioning  for  1959. 

Evidence  that  it  is  the  estimate  of  family  income  from  the  Survey  of  the 
Aged  that  is  low  is  provided  also  by  the  Current  Population  Survey,  which 
gives  the  family  income  in  1963  and  in  1960  for  families  with  head  aged  65 
and  over,  by  number  of  persons  in  the  family.i"^  The  median  income  of  $2,910 
for  2-person  families,  with  head  aged  65  or  over,  is  consistent  with  the  esti- 
mate of  $2,875  from  the  Survey  of  the  Aged;  however,  the  median  family 
income  for  the  3-member  family  in  1963  is  given  as  $5,150  and  in  1960  as 
$4,122.  Certainly  an  estimate  of  $3,970  seems  low  for  1962.  The  median  in- 
comes of  the  married  couples  and  the  nonmarried  persons,  on  the  other  hand, 
seem  quite  in  line. 


James  N.  Morgan,  Martin  H.  David,  Wilbur  J.  Cohen,  and  Harvey  E.  Brazer,  Income  and 
Welfare  in  the  United  States  (New  York:  McGraw-Hill,  1962). 

"  Current  Population  Reports,  "Income  of  the  Elderly  in  1963,"  Series  P-60,  No.  46,  June  23, 
1965. 
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Item  la  Form  S-3  (AGES)  (11-27-62) 

Item  lb  Form  S-2a  (AGE-2a)  (11-30-62) 

Item  2  Form  S-U  (AGE-U)  (11-20-62) 

Item  3  Form  S-5  (AGES)  (1SS3) 

Item  U  Form  CPS-538  (3-1-63) 

Item  5  Form  CPS-260  (6-13-62) 
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ORM  S.3(AGE-3) 

r  1-27-62) 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
BUREAU   OF  THE  CENSUS 
ACTING   AS  COLLECTING  AND  COMPILING   AGENT  FOR 
THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 


INDIVIDUAL  CENSUS  REPORT 
SURVEY  OF  SENIOR  CITIZENS 


CONFIDENTIAL  -  This  inquiry 


of  Congre 
for  purpoj 


;  (13  U.S.C.).   The  report 
estigatic 


not  be 
r  reguh 


Aged  Un 


INSTRUCTIONS  -  Use  this  sheet  for  recording  information  requested  by  the  interviewer.  Provide  the  information  requested  for  the 
items  indicated  below.    Complete  and  return  it  as  soon  as  possible  in  the  postage-free  envelope  that  has  been  provided. 


Line 
No. 

Name 

Line 
No. 

Name 

1.   f//  female  ever  married) 
1     1        Full  maiden  name 

(Last  name,  first  name,  middle  initial) 

(Last  name,  first  name,  middle  initial) 

,  ,    2.  Place  of  birth 

(City  and  State  or 
foreign  country) 

1     1    3.  Mother's  full  maiden  name 

(Last  name,  first  name,  middle  initial) 

(Last  name,  first  name,  middle  initial) 

1     1    4-  Father's  full  name 

1     1   5.  Social  Security  or 

1  1        railroad  retirement  number 

1     1  None 

□  None 

6.  Are  you  receiving,  or  have 
1     1        you  ever  received,' a  monthly 

1  1        check  from  Social  Security 

Administration? 

□  Yes  ONo 

□  Yes  □No 

7.    (If  "Yes"  to  Question  6) 

r—t        Full  name  of  person  on  whose 

1  1        account  you  are  (were) 

receiving  benefits 

1     1  Own  account 

1     1  Own  account 

8.  Account  number  appearing 
r— 1        on  award  papers  or  check 

1  1        (Account  number  of  person 

shown  in  Question  7.) 

THE  ILLUSTRATION  BELOW  IS  TO  HELP  YOU  LOCATE  YOUR  ACCOUNT  NUMBER 


TREASURY                         Baltimore,  Md. 
Divlilon  of 
Diibuncmtni 

No.  99,239,002 

SYMBOL  30 

><?^rc^:v             Treasurer  of  the  United  States 

BljV^m  PAY  TO  THE 
Wil^'W  ORDER 

OF          Morton  H  i 

Elizabeth  Smith 

JUN  22  1962 

583  30  6314A_f  S150.00 

6000956480,*  j/UU  WbiiUm  Avenue 

Baltimore    20,  Md. 

OA&S  INS 

-J.^S^r'cv;VAVc^:v-o- 

Your  account 
number  appears 
in  one  of  these 
two  places 


USCOMM-DC  12604  P62 
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b.  CPS  Control  Number 


Aged  Unit  Number 


er  and  name  of  person 


f.  Relationship  to  head 


g.  Date  of  birth  (Month,  day,  year)  and  age 


1  □  Male        2  □  Female 


□  Male       2  □  Female 


Marital  Status  f'X' 


1  □  Mar.         3  □  Div. 

2  □  Wid.         4  □  Sep. 


i  [□  Mar.  3  □  Div. 
:  CZl  ^'id.         4  □  Sep. 


(II  lemale  ever  married) 
Whot  was  .   .   .   *s  maiden  i 


(Ask  Questions  2  through  S  oi  ever, 

2.  Where  was  .   .   .  born? 

(City  and  State  or  foreign  country) 


3.  What  was  . 


mother's  FULL  i 


.    "s  father's  FULL  i 


,   .   .  receiving,  or  has  he  ever  received,  a 
rithly  checic  from  Social  Security  Admrnistrationi 


s  the  name  of  the  person  on  whose  occou 
receiving  benefits? 


8.  What  is  the  account  number  shown  on  .  . 
oward  papers  or  check?  (Account  numbe 
of  person  named  in  Question  7.) 


INTERVIEWER  CHECK  ITEM 


Date  returned 


FOR  OFFICE  USE  ONLY 


A.  . 


(Through  Question  5) 
sufficient  information 


□  B.  No  record  of  accou 

0  C.  No  record  of  benefi 

1  I  D.  Possible  auxiliary 

C.4ccounr  Number)  ^ 

Possibly  insured  p 

(Name)  

O  OASI 
□  DIB 

□  E.  SS-5  in  file 

□  F.  OASI  Claim 

□  G.  DIB  Claim 


[  Claim  )  DO  - 
Claim     j  Date 


(Auxiliary  •  Question  8) 
n  H.  SS-5  in  file 
□  I.  OASI  Claim 
en  J-  DIB  Claim 


DO— 
Date. 


I    I  Claim  forwarde 
A/N  


1    I  Claim  in  proce 
A/N  


Record  of  ■ 


rj  Ye 
□  No 
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QUESTIONNAIRE 

SURVEY  OF  SENIOR  CITIZENS 


BUDGET  BUREAU  NO.  72-6205. 
APPROVAL  EXPIRES  MARCH  31.  1 


CONFIDENTIAL  -  This  inquiry  is  a 
(13  U.S.C.).  The  report  you  submit 
fidential  and  may  be  seen  only  by 
may  not  be  used  for  purposes  of  tax 


thorized  by  Act  of  Congres 
3  the  Census  Bureau  is  con 
worn  Census  employees,  i 
tion,   investigation,  or  regu 


FOR 
CENSUS 
USE 
ONLY 


Control  Number 


Section  A  -  HEALTH  INSURANCE 


Section  B  -  COST  OF  MEDICAL  AND 
DENTAL  CARE  DURING  1962 


We  are  interested  in  finding  out  about  your  health 
insurance.  If  you  are  married,  answer  for  both 
husband  and  wife. 


This  section  concerns  the  medical  and  dental  care 
which  you  (or  your  wife)  received  in  1962.  In  en- 
tering costs,  count  only  those  bills  that  are  paid, 
or  are  to  be  paid  by  you,  your  health  insurance,  or 
by  your  relatives.  If  you  are  married,  count  the 
bills  for  both  husband  and  wife. 


1.  Do  you  (or  your  wife)  have  any  Insurance  that  pays 
or  port  of  the  bills  when  you  go  to  the  hospital,  or 
repays  you,  if  you  pay  the  bill? 


1  □  Yes  (Go  to 


2  rn  No  (Skip  to 

la)        ^        Question  2) 


a.  Who  is  covered  by  this  insurance? 

1  □  You  2  Q  Your  wife 


b.  What  is  the 


of  the  plan  or  plans? 


c.  Did  you  (or  your  wife)  hove  hospital  insurance 
during  all  of  1962? 


□  Yes 


□  No 


2.  Do  you  (or  your  wife)  belong  to  a  health  care  plan  or 
hove  insurance  that  pays  for  all  or  part  of  the  surgeons' 
bills  for  an  operation? 

1  □  Yes  (Go  to  2  □  No  (Skip  to 

Question  2a)  Question  3) 


a.  Who  is  covered  by  this  insurance? 

1  □  You  2  □  Your  wife 


b.  What  is  the  name  of  the  plan  or  plans? 


3,  Do  you  (or  your  wife)  belong  to  a  health  care  plan  or 
have  insurance  that  pays  for  any  part  of  doctors'  bills 
other  than  those  for  surgery? 

1  □  Yes  rCo  (o  2  □  No  (Skip  to 

Question  3a)  Question  4) 


a.  Does  this  cover  -  - 

1  □!  Office  visits  and   2  □  Doctor's  care  in  hospital 
home  calls?  (other  than  surgical) 


b.  Who  is  covered  by  this  insurance? 

1  □  You  2  □  Your  wife 


c.  What  is  the  name  of  the  plan  or  plans? 


4.  If  you  had  health  insurance,  how 
much  did  you  (or  your  wife)  pay 
for  health  insurance  during  1962? 


a.  Did  anyone  else  pay  part  (or  all)  of  the  cost? 

'  □  Yes  (Go  to  X  □  No  (Skip  to 

Question  4b)  Question  5) 


b.  Who  paid  this?  (Example 


5.  Is  any  of  this  insurance  the  kind  which  pays  only  for 
accidents  or  which  pays  you  (or  your  wife)  money  to 
live  on  when  you  are  sick? 

1  □  Yes  2  □  No 


Doctors'  Care 


6.  Did  you  (or  your  wife)  receive  any  care  from  a  doctor 
or  surgeon  during  1962?   Include  care  received  at  home 
or  in  a  hospital  or  clinic. 


1  □  Yes,  Doctor 

2  □  Yes,  Surge 


onl'^ 


;  □  No  (Skip^to 


7.  How  much  did  all  of  the  doctors'  bills  for  this  care  for 
you  (and  your  wife)  come  to  during  1962? 

(Include  any  amount  covered  by  insurance.) 

Be  sure  to  count  all  doctors'  bills  for: 


Operations 

Treatments 

Check-ups 

Immunizatio 
or  shots 

X-rays 


Laboratory  tests 
Eye  examinations 
Any  other 
doctor's  services 
such  as  surgeons' 
or  osteopaths' 


a.  Have  all  your  doctors'  bills  been  paid? 

I  □  Yes  2  □  No 


b.  Of  the  amount  ALREADY  PAID,  how  much  was 
paid  by •  • 


(1)  You  (or  your  wife),  n( 
counting  any  amount 
that  insurance  paid 
back  to  you? 


□  None 


(2)  Insurance? 

I     I  Your  (and  your  wife's) 

health  insurance 
I     I  Other  insurance 


I     I  None 


(3)  Your  children,  or  other 
relatives  NOT  living  ii 
household  with  you,  or 
friends? 


□  None 


(4)  Your  children  or  other 
relatives,  living  in  some 
household  with  you? 


I     I  None 


If  ony  amount  is  STILL  OWED, 
how  much  do  you  expect  your  $ 
(or  your  wife's)  health  insur 
once  to  pay? 


□  None 


d.  In  1962,  were  you  (or  your  wife)  given  any  doctors' 
care  which  was  paid  for  by  a  public  or  private 
agency,  or  for  which  there  was  no  bill? 


,  □  Yes 


2  □  No 


226 


THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


Section  B  -  MEDICAL  AND  DENTAL  CARE  COSTS --Continued 


Care  In  Hospitals,  Nursing  Homes,  Rest  Homes 


8.  Were  you  (or  your  wife)  in  a  hospital,  nursing  home, 

rest  home,  or  sanitarium  overnight  or  longer  during  1962? 


I  □  Yes  (Go  to 

Question  8a) 


I    I  No  (Skip  to 

Question  9) 


a.  How  many  times  were  you 

Number  of  times 

(and  your  wife)  in  this  type 
of  place  overnight  or  longer 
during  1962? 

You 

Wife 

b.  How  much  did  all  of  the  bills  for  this  care 
for  you  (and  your  wife)  in  1962?  (Include  a 
paid,  or  to  be  paid,  by  you,  your  health  ins 
or  your  relatives.) 

Be  sure  to  count  all  hospital  bills  for: 


Room  and  board 
Operating  room 
Anesthesia 
Medicines 
Special  treatments 
X-rays 


Tests 

Any  other 
services  (except 
private  nurses)  in 
hospitals,  nursing 
homes,  etc. 


c.  Have  all  these  bills  been  paid? 

1  □  Yes  2  □  No 


Of  the  amount  ALREADY  PAID,  how  much  wos 
paid  by  -  • 


(1)  You  (or  your  wife),  not 
counting  any  amount 
that  insuronce  paid 
back  to  you? 


I    I  None 


(2)  Insurance? 

I     I  Your  (and  your  wife's) 

health  insurance? 
I    I  Other  insurance 


□  None 


(3)  Your  children  or  other 
relatives  NOT  living  in 
household  with  you, 
or  friends? 


□  None 


(4)  Your  children  or  other 


relatives  living  in  same 
household  with  you? 


□  Nc 


e.  If  any  amount  is  STILL 
OWED,  how  much  do  you 
expect  your  (your  wife's) 
health  insurance  to  pay? 


I    I  None 


f.  In  1962,  were  you  (or  your  wife)  given  any  hospital 
care  which  was  paid  for  by  a  public  or  private  agency 
or  for  which  there  was  no  bill? 


□  Yes 


2  □  No 


9.  About  how  much  was  spent  for  MEDICINE  for  you 
(and  your  wife)  during  1962? 

Be  sure  to  count  costs  for  all  kinds  of  medicine  (except 
those  included  in  hospital  bill)  whether  or  not  prescribed 
by  a  doctor,  such  as: 

Tonics 
Pills 

Prescriptions 
Salves 


Oi 

Vitamins 
Any  other 
medicine 


How  much  did  all  the  DENTISTS'  BILLS  for  you 
(and  your  wife)  come  to  during  1962? 


ie  sure  to  count  all  dental  bills  for: 


Fillings 
Ex 

Cleanings 
X-rays 


Bridgework 
Dental  plates 


Any  other 
dental  services 


I     I  None 


How  much  did  the  bills  for  SPECIAL  MEDICAL 
SUPPLIES  AND  SERVICES,  such  as  those  listed 
below,  come  to  for  you  (and  your  wife)  during  1962? 

These  special  medical  expenses  include: 


Eye  Glasses 
Hearing  aids 
Special  or  private 

nursing 
Physical  therapy 
Speech  therapy 


Chiropractors'  fees 

Special  shoes 

Braces 

Trusses 

Wheel  chairs 

Artificial  limbs 


I    I  None 


Did  you  (or  your  wife)  have  any  OTHER  MEDICAL 
EXPENSES  during  1962  which  ore  not  included  obo 


1  □  Yes- 


2  □  No  (Skip  to 

Question  13) 


showing  kind  of  expenditure  and  amount. 


You  have  told  us  how  your  doctors'  and  hospital  bills 
were  taken  care  of  (Questions  7  and  8);  whether  you, 
or  someone  else,  or  insurance  paid  them.  Counting 
all  your  other  medical  core  bills  together  (Questions  9, 
10,  11,  and  12)  please  tell  us: 

a.  How  much  was  paid  by  ■  ■ 


(1)  You  (or  your  wife),  not 
counting  any  amount 
that  insurance  paid 
back  to  you? 


I     I  None 


(2)  Insurance? 

I     I  Your  (and  your  wife's) 

health  insurance 
I     j  Other  insurance 


I     I  None 


(3)  Your  children  or  other 
relatives  NOT  living  in 
household  with  you,  or 
by  friends? 


I     I  None 


(4)  Your  children  or  othe 

relatives  living  in  same  $ 
household  with  you? 


r~l  None 


b.  If  any  amount  is  STILL 
OWED,  how  much  do  you  $ 
expect  your  (or  your  wife's) 
health  insurance  to  pay?  |     |  None 

c.  In  1962,  were  you  (or  your  wife)  given  any  care, 
other  than  doctors'  or  hospital  care,  which  was 
paid  for  by  a  public  or  private  agency,  or  for 
which  there  was  no  bill? 


□  Yes 


□  No 
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Section  C  -  HOME  OWNERSHIP,  OTHER  ASSETS,  AND  DEBTS 


This  section  of  the  questionnaire  is  about  your  assets --the  things  you  own --and  debts.  If  you  are  married, 
report  husband's  and  wife's  assets  and  debts  together. 


14.  Is  this  home  (apartment)  owned  or  being  bought 
by  you  (or  your  wife)? 

1  n  Yes  fGo  to                    X  □  No  (Skip  to 

Question  14a)                        Question  15) 

21.  What  is  the  value  of  your  (and  your  wife's) 

a.  U.  S.  Savings  bonds 
(face  value)? 

$ 

□  None 

c.  About  how  much  do  you  think 
sell  for  on  today's  market? 

(Give  your  best  estimate; 

similar  homes  in  this 
neighborhood  have  sold 
for  recently.) 

this  property  would 

b.  Stocks,  bonds,  or  shares 
in  mutual  funds 
(market  value)? 

$ 

1    1  None 

$ 

c.  Personal  loans  to  others 
or  mortgages  you  hold 
(money  owed  to  you  by 
other  people)? 

$ 

1     1  None 

b.  How  much  do  you  owe  on 
any  mortgages  on  this 
property? 

("Mortgages"  include  deeds 
of  trust,  land  contracts, 
contracts  for  deed,  etc.) 

$ 

1    1  None 

d.  Other  assets  not  already 
mentioned? 

(Please  list  them) 

$ 

□  None 

c.  How  much  other  debt  do  you 
owe  on  this  property,  such 
as  back  taxes  or  assess- 
ments, unpaid  amounts  of 
home  improvement  loans  or 
home  repair  bills,  etc.? 

$ 

1    1  None 

15.  Do  you  (or  your  wife)  own  or  hove  an  investment  in  a 
business? 

1  □  Yes                           2  □  No 

22.  Do  you  (or  your  wife)  own  on  automobile? 

1  □  Yes  (Go  to                     X  □  No  (Skip  to 

Question  22a)                        Question  23) 

16.  Do  you  (or  your  wife)  rent,  own,  or  have  an  investment 
in  a  form? 

1  □  Yes                             2  □  No 

a.  What  is  the  model-year  of 
this  automobile? 

Year 

17.  Do  you  (or  your  wife)  own  any  real  estate,  not  counting 
the  property  on  which  you  are  living? 

1  □  Yes                           2  □  No 

b.  Do  you  (or  your  wife)  owe  any  money  on  an 
automobile? 

1  □  Yes  (Go  to                     X  rn  No  (Skip  to 

Question  22c)                        Question  23) 

18a.   Do  you  (or  your  wife)  have  any  money  in-- 

("X"  as  many  as  apply) 

1  □  Banks? 

2  Credit  unions? 

3  Savings  and  loon  (or  building)  associations? 

4  1    1  Money  left  with  insurance  companies? 

5  □  Other?  (Specify) 

c.  About  how  much  do  you  (or 
your  wife)  still  owe  on  on 
automobile? 

$ 

23.  Aside  from  anything  you  might  owe  on  your  automobile, 
on  a  mortgage,  on  your  home  or  other  real  estate,  or 
home  improvements  or  repairs,  how  much  do  you  (and 
your  wife)  owe  to  -  - 

b.  Altogether,  how  much  do  you 
(and  your  wife)  hove  in 

$ 

a.  Stores,  for  such  things  as 
clothing,  appliances,  etc.? 

(Count  installment  purchases 
and  revolving  credit  plans;  do 
not  count  regular  30-day 
charge  accounts.) 

$ 

these  places? 

1     1  None 

1    1  None 

19.  What  is  the  total  (face  Value) 
of  oil  LIFE  INSURANCE 
that  you  (and  your  wife) 
hove? 

$ 

1     1  None 

b.  Doctors,  dentists,  hospitals, 
or  for  other  medical  bills? 

(Include  unpaid  bills  for  care 
before  1962  as  well  as  in 

$ 

1     1  None 

20a.  Do  you  (or  your  wife)  have,  or  are  you  buying, 
annuities? 

1  □  Yes  (Go  to                  X  1    1  No  (Skip  to 

Question  20a)                         Question  21) 

1962.) 

c.  Banks  or  other  lending 

institutions?  (Not  counting 
mortgage,  home  improvement, 
or  automobile  loans.) 

$ 

□  None 

b.  Are  you  receiving  income  from  these  annuities? 

1  □  Yes                             ?  □  No 

d.  Any  other  persons  or 
lenders  (not  previously 
covered)  not  living  in 
household  with  you? 

$ 

1  ^  ] None 

PAGE  3 
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Section  D  -  INCOME 

This  section  is  for  entering  the  different  kinds  of  income  received  in  1962.   If  you  are  a  married  man,  record  your 
income  and  your  wife's  income  separately.    If  you  and  your  wife  received  some  income  jointly,  enter  the  total  as 
your  own  income  and  write  "Shared"  in  your  wife's  column.   We  would  like  to  know  the  total  amounts  of  each 
kind  of  income  received  for  the  whole  year. 

Kind  of  Income 

Annual  income  for  1962 

You 

Wife 

24.  How  much  did  you  (and  your  wife)  earn  during  1962 
in  wages,  salary,  commissions,  or  tips  from  all  jobs, 
before  deductions  for  taxes  or  anything  else? 

$ 

□ 

None 

$ 

□ 
None 

25.  How  much  did  you  (and  your  wife)  receive  during  1962  by 
working  on  your  own,  or  in  your  own  business,  profes- 
sional practice,  or  partnership? 

  (Minus)                                     ,   =          NET   ^ 

(Gross  Income)                     (Operating  expenses)  INCOME 

$ 

□ 
None 

$ 

□ 
None 

26.  How  much  did  you  (and  your  wife)  receive  during  1962 
from  operating  a  farm? 

(Gross  Income)                     (Operating  expenses)  INCOME 

$ 

□ 
None 

$ 

□ 
None 

27.  How  much  did  you  (and  your  wife)  receive  during  1962  from 
renting  an  apartment  in  your  house  or  another  building,  or 
other  real  estate? 

(If  in  own  home,  count  only  expenses  for  rented  part  of  house.) 

'Min-'^                                     =          NET  »^ 

(Gross  Income)                     (Operating  expenses)  INCOME 

$ 

□ 
None 

$ 

□ 
None 

28.  How  much  did  you  (and  your  wife)  receive  during  1962 
from  roomers  or  boarders? 

(If  you  have  boarders,  enter  net  after  expenses.) 

$ 

□ 
None 

$ 

□ 
None 

29.  How  much  did  you  (and  your  wife)  receive  during  1962 
from  interest  or  dividends  on  savings,  stocks,  or  bonds? 

$ 

□ 
None 

$ 

□ 
None 

30.  During  1962,  did  you  (or  your  wife)  receive  any  of  the  following  kinds  of  income? 

(Please  mark  "Yes"  or  "No"  for  EACH  item) 

You 

Wife 

a.  Social  Security  (old-age,  survivor's,  and  disability  in- 
surance checks  from  the  U.S.  Government)? 

1  □  Yes           2  □  No 

1  □  Yes            2  □  No 

b.  Railroad  retirement  pensions? 

1  □  Yes            2  □  No 

'□Yes  2|— |No 

c.  Retirement  programs  for  government  employees  or 
military  personnel? 

'  □  Yes            2  □  No 

'□Yes  2QNo 

d.  Veterans'  pensions  or  compensation? 

1  □  Yes            2  □  No 

iQYes  2nNo 

e.  Pensions  from  privote  employers  and  unions? 

1  □  Yes            2  □  No 

i^Yes  20No 

f.  Unemployment  insurance  benefits? 

1  n  Yes            2  □  No 

i^Yes  2|Z]No 

g.  Old-age  assistance  or  other  public  assistance,  relief 
or  welfare,  from  State  or  local  governments? 

t  □  Yes           2  □  No 

1  □  Yes           2  □  No 

h.  Private  welfare  or  relief,  such  as  Church,  Red  Cross, 
etc.? 

1  □  Yes           2  n  No 

1  □  Yes            2  □  No 

i.  Contributions  from  persons  outside  the  household, 
including  Armed  Forces  allotments? 

1  □  Yes           2  □  No 

1  □  Yes            2  □  No 

j.  Private  annuities? 

1  □  Yes           2  □  No 

-□Yes  2nNo 

k.  Any  other  kinds  of  income? 

(Examples:   Workmen's  compensation,  illness  or  accident 
benefits,  regular  payments  from  life  insurance  policies, 
royalties,  trust  funds,  etc.) 

'□Yes-^  z^No 

fP/oaso  ;■'(  Bach  source; 

.□Yes-,      2  □No 

After  completing  this  form  please  hold  it  for  the  Census  Bureau  Interviewer  who  will  pick  it  up. 
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FORM  S-5  (AGE-S) 

(1-8.631 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

BUREAU  OF   THE  CENSUS 
ACTING   AS  COLLECTING   AND  COMPIL  ING   AGENT  FOR 
THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

FOLLOW-UP  QUESTIONNAIRE 

SURVEY  OF  SENIOR  CITIZENS 
JANUARY  1963 

CONFIDENTIAL  -  This  inquiry  is  authorized  by  Act  of  Congress 
(13  U.S.C.).   The  report  you  submit  to  the  Census  Bureau  is  con- 
fidential and  may  be  seen  only  by  sworn  Census  employees.  It 
may  not  be  used  for  purposes  of  taxation,  investigation,  or  regu- 
lation. 

Control  Number 

Aged 
Unit  No. 

Line  Number 

Address 

RECORD  OF  CALLS 

Date 

Time 

Comments 

1. 

a.m. 
p.m. 

2. 

a.m. 
p.m. 

3. 

a.m. 
p.m. 

RECORD  OF  INTERVIEW 

Interview  time 

Date  completed 

Interviewed  by 

Began 

Ended 

p.m. 

NONINTERVIEW 

1  1     1  No  one  home                                                     4  1     1  Other  (Describe) 

2  n  Refused 

3  Temporarily  absent 

INTERVIEWER  CHECKS 

AGE-4  -- 

1  Completely  filled  by  respondent 

2  □  More  than  half  filled 

3  03  Less  than  half,  but  some 

4  □  Not  filled  at  all 

For  owner-occupied  units 

Number  of  HU's  on  property 

2n2-4 

3  1     1  5  or  more 

NOTES 

B.8.  NO.  72-6205.1 
APFR.  EXP,  5-31-63 
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THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


PART  I 


Section  A  -  Review  of  HEALTH  INSURANCE      (AGE-4,  Section  A) 


No. 

Look  over  Section  A,  Health  Insurance,  on  the  AGE-4  and  ask  any  missing  questions. 

Instruction 
No. 

2 

For  persons  with  insurance  ("Yes"  in  1,  2,  or  3),  check  Question  5.    If  "Yes"  in  Question  5,  find  out  which 
insurance  this  was.    Draw  a  line  through  the  name  of  the  insurance  in  lb,  2b,  or  3c  and  write  "Accident  insur- 
ance" or  "Income  maintenance  insurance",  as  the  case  may  be,  above  the  crossed-out  entry.    Then,  correct 
entry  in  Question  4  by  deducting  costs  of  accident  insurance.    If  "No"  in  Question  5,  skip  to  Instruction 
No.  4. 

instruct.^ 

If  entry  is  "No"  in  ALL  of  Questions  1,  2,  and  3  (no  health  insurance),  ask  Questions  31-34.    If  "Yes"  in  f 
1,  2,  or  3,  skip  to  Instruction  No.  4. 

31.   I  see  that  you  don't  have  any  health  insurance  at  this  time.    Did  you  (or  your  wife)  cancel  any  health  insurance,  or  were 
you  dropped  by  a  health  insurance  plan  during  1962? 


1  I     I  Yes  -  Make  sure  there  is  an  entry 
for  insurance  premium  pay- 
ments in  Question  4  of  AGE-4 
and  (skip  to  Question  33). 


32.  Did  you  (or  your  wife)  ever  have  health  insuronce  or  were  you  ever  covered  by  insurance  that  your  employer  or  someone 
else  hod? 

'□Yes-,  ^^No 


33,  What  is  the  main  reason  you  no  longer  34,  What  is  the  main  reason  that  you've  never  had  any 

have  health  insurance?  health  insurance? 

(DO  NOT  READ  LIST) 

1  I     I  No  chance  to  continue  after  retirement;  policy  obtained  through  employment 

2  I     I  Didn't  know  until  too  late  that  policy  obtained  through  employer  could  be  converted 

3  □  Couldn't  afford  it 

4  I     I  Insurance  company  cancelled  it,  or  refused  to  renew  it 

5  I     I  Didn't  think  it  was  a  good  buy 

6  I     I  Tried  to  get,  but  was  refused  insurance 

7  Eligible  for  care  from  VA  or  in  military  hospital 

8  I     I  Not  interested;  didn't  meet  needs 

9  I     I  (WIDOW  ONLY)   Husband's  policy  covering  wife  was  terminated  when  he  died 

0  Q  Other  (Specity)   


2  □  No. 


Notes 


FORM  S-5  (AGE.5)  (1-8-63) 
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Section  B  -  Review  of  COSTS  OF  MEDICAL  AND  DENTAL  CARE      (AGE  4,  Section  B) 

Instruction           Look  over  Section  B  of  AGE-4  and  ask  any  missing  questions.    Also  check  to  see  that  doctor's  bills 
No     A                (Question  7)  have  been  accounted  for  in  Questions  7a,  b,  and  c.    Make  the  same  check  for  hospital 
4              bills  (Question  8). 

Instruction          Look  at  Question  8,  Section  B,  of  the  AGE-4.    If  "No"  is  checked,  skip  to  Instruction  No.  9.    If  "Yes" 
No.   ^              is  checked  --  indicating  hospitalization  during  1962  --  go  on  to  Instruction  No.  6. 

Instruction           Read  35  to  respondent,  then  ask  about  each  stay  (overnight  or  longer)  in  hospital,  nursing  home,  rest  home, 
No.   C,               etc.,  in  1962.    Start  with  sample  person's  most  recent  stay  and  work  back.    After  you  finish  the  sample 
O               person,  complete  the  same  series  for  his  wife. 

35.  Now,  1  have  to  ask  a  few  questions  about  your  (your  wife's)  stay{s)  in  the  hospital  during  1962. 

Item 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

a.  Indicate  person  involved 

1  □Sample 

2  □  Wife 

1  1    1  Sample 

2  □  Wife 

1  □  Sample 

2  □  Wife 

1  1    1  Sample 

2  □Wife 

1  1    1  Sample 

2  □Wife 

b.  Whot  is  the  name  of  the 
place  .  .  .  was  in? 

c.  Where  is  it  located? 

City 

City 

City 

City 

City 

State 

State 

State 

State 

State 

d.  When  was  .  .  .  admitted? 

Dale 

Date 

Date 

Date 

Date 

e.  When  was  ...  discharged? 

Date 

Date 

Date 

Date 

Date 

f.  How  many  nights  was  .  .  . 
there  during  that  stay? 

Night^ 

Nights 

Nights 

Nights 

Nights 

r    Was  an  operation  performed  on 
.  .  .  during  this  stay? 

•  □Yes 

.□Yes     2  □No 

•  □Yes    2  □No 

■  □Yes  2QNo 

1  □Yes    2  □No 

Based  on  the  information  in  Question  35,  check  appropriate  box  below  and  proceed  accordingly. 

1  [Z3  Only  one  hospital,  nursing  home,  etc.,  named  in  Question  35  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  S) 
Instruction                        ..         ,  ,., 

^                          More  than  one  hospital,  etc.,  named  in  Question  35" 

/                                   2  □  No  amount  in  Question  8b  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  9) 
3  □  S                               in  Ouesrinn  8b  fr.o  to  n„f<^finr,  16) 

36.  1  see  you  (and  your  wife's)  total  hospital  bills  came  to  $  , 

(Name  of  each  hospital  in  Question  35,  in  turn) 

Hospital  stay 

Hospital  stay  for  Question  35-- 

.Column  1 

Column  2 

Column  3 

Column  4 

Column  5 

$ 

$ 

$ 

3R   

Proportion  of  total  bill-- 
(  1/2,  Vi,  1/4,  etc.) 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

Instruction          Check  Form  AGE-4.    If  respondent  has  hospital  insurance  ("Yes"  in  Question  I,  Section  A)  but  has  made  no 
No.  Q               entry  in  Section  B  indicating  that  insurance  paid  (8d-2),  or  will  pay  (Be)  any  part  of  the  bills,  ask  Question  37. 

37.  1  see  that  you  have  hospitalization  insurance.   Did  this  insurance  cover  any  of  your  hospital  bills  for  1962? 

1  1     1  Yes  (Obtain  amount  paid  by  insurance                                         2  |     |  No 
and  correct  entry  in  Question  8, 
AGE-4) 

FORM  S-5  lAGE-S)  11-6-63) 
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Instruction  Check  Questions  7d,  8f,  and  13c  on  the  AGE-4  (free  medical  care).  For  each  of  these  questions  checked  "Yes" 
No.   Q  ask  Question  38.    If  none  are  checked,  skip  to  Instruction  No.  10. 


38.  I  see  that  you  received  some  (doctor's  and/or  hospital)  care  which  was  paid  tor  by  a  public  or  private  agency,  or  for 
which  there  was  no  bill. 


Who  provided  or  paid  for  this  care? 

(DO  NOT  READ  LIST) 

"Yes"  on  AGE-4,  Column  -- 

(7d) 
Doctor 

(8f) 
Hospital 

(13c) 
Other  care 

The  Veterans  Administration 

'  □ 

'  □ 

'  □ 

Medical  assistance  for  the  aged  or  other 
public  assistance 

2  □ 

2  □ 

2  □ 

The  Public  Health  Dept.  (Visiting  nurse) 

a  1  1 

J  1  1 

^  [m 

3  □ 

Health  agency  such  as  Polio  Foundation 

Other  welfare  organization 

=  □ 

^CJ 

Workmen's  compensation 

A  public  hospital,  nursing  home,  or  clinic 

Some  other  hospital,  nursing  home,  or  clinic 

A  private  doctor  or  dentist 

9  □ 

Other  (Specify) 

Physical  Condition 


The  next  few  questions  require  no  ciieck-oack  to  the  aGE-4.    Ask  Questions  41,  42,  and  42a  only  of  sample 
person  and  wife  INDIVIDUALLY  ABOUT  HIS  (HER)  OWN  HEALTH.   These  questions  are  not  to  be  asked 
for  someone  who  is  not  present  to  answer  for  himself. 


39.  Does  .  .  .   have  his  own  family  doctor one 
he  usually  goes  to  when  he  needs  a 
doctor? 

Sample  person 

Wife 

.  □  Yes               2  □  No 

1  n  Yes              2  □  No 

40.  How  many  times  did  . .  .  see  any  doctor  in 
1962,  either  at  home  or  in  his  office 
(or  clinic)  not  counting  the  times  he  was 
a  patient  in  a  hospital? 

"X"  and  skip  to  Instruction  No.  11a  if 
INDIVIDUAL  NOT  PRESENT 

□  NOT  PRESENT 

□  NOT  PRESENT 

41.  About  your  health  in  general --not  just  today 
--would  you  soy  it  is  good,  fair,  or  poor? 

'  □  GooQ 

2  n  Fair 

3  □  Poor 

1  □  Good 

2  n  Fair 

3  □  Poor 

42.  Would  you  say  you  see  a  doctor  as  often 
as  you  should? 

'  n  Yes  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  12b) 
2  □  No 

1  □  Yes  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  11a) 

2  1 — 1  No 

a.  What  is  the  main  reason  you  don't 
see  a  doctor  as  often  as  you 
should? 

(DO  NOT  READ  LIST) 

1  □  Cannot  afford  (or  costs 

too  much) 

2  □  Don't  have  a  doctor 

3  □  Afraid 

«  cm  What  can  they  do  for  a  person 
my  age  (or  in  my  condition) 

5  □  Can't  take  time  off  from  work 

6  Can'r  get  there  by  myself,  no 
one  to  take  me 

7  □  Don't  need  to  go  to  doctor 

8  Q  Other  (Specify) 

1  Cannot  afford  (or  costs 
too  much) 

2  CD  Don't  have  a  doctor 

3  CD  Afraid 

*  CD  What  can  they  do  for  a  person 
my  age  (or  in  my  condition) 

s  CD  Can't  take  time  off  from  work 

6  CD  Can't  get  there  by  myself,  no 

one  to  take  me 

7  CD  Don't  need  to  go  to  doctor 

8  □  Other  (Specily) 

FORM  S-5  (  AG  E-5)  (1-8-63) 
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Section  C  -  Review  of  HOME  OWNERSHIP,  ASSETS,  AND  DE3TS  (AOE-4.  Section  c) 

Look  over  Section  C  of  AGE-4  and  ask  any  missing  questions.    If  necessary  encourage  the  respondent  to 
Instruction           estimate  value  of  assets  or  debts. 

No.    •!  -J             NEXT,  check  AGE-4,  Question  15,  and  record  answer  below. 

113                                nYes-,                                                              (Skip  to  InslruCion  No.  Ub) 

BUSINESS 

43.  1  see  that  you  own  or  have  an  investment  in  a  business.    What  is  the  total 
market  value  of  all  assets  in  the  business,  including  tools  and  equipment? 
In  other  words,  how  much  do  you  think  this  business  WOULD  SELL  for  on 
today's  market? 

$ 

44.  What  is  the  total  amount  of  debts  or  liabilities  owed  by  this  business? 
(Include  all  liabilities,  as  carried  on  the  books.) 

S 

INTERVIEWER:   Subtract  44  from  43  to  obtain  NET. 

Enter  this  amount  In  Question  15  of  AGE-4. 

instruction          NOW,  check  AGE-4,  Question  16  and  record  answer  below. 

No-    ][2b                           CUYes-i                                         \Z1  No  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  Uc) 

FARM 

45.  1  see  that  you  rent,  own  or  have  an  investment  in  a  farm.   What  is  the  total 
market  value  of  your  farm  operation?   (Include  the  value  of  land  and  build- 
ings (if  you  own  them)  and  the  equipment,  livestock,  stored  crops  and  other 
assets  less  depreciation.    Do  not  include  crops  held  under  Commodity 
Credit  Loans.) 

s 

46.  How  much  do  you  owe  on  mortgages  or  other  debts  in  connection 
with  the  farm  itself,  the  equipment,  livestock,  or  anything  else? 
(Don't  count  Commodity  Credit  Loans.) 

$ 

INTERVIEWER:   Subtract  46  from  45  to  obtain  NET. 

Enter  this  amount  in  Question  16  of  AGE-4. 

NOW,  check  AGE-4,  Question  17  and  record  answer  below. 

Instruction 

No.    J^J^Q                            n  ^"^^""l                                           ^  ^°  ^^'''^  '° 

OTHER 

REAL 

ESTATE 

47.  You  indicated  that  you  own  some  real  estate  other  than  your  own  home. 

About  how  much  do  you  think  you  could  get  for  this  real  estate  if  you  sold  it? 

3 

48.  How  much  is  the  unpaid  amount  of  any  mortgages  on  this  property? 

$ 

0  □  None 

49.  How  much  other  debt  do  you  owe  on  this  property,  such  as  back  taxes  or 
assessments,  unpaid  amounts  of  home  improvement  loans,  or  home  repair 
bills,  etc? 

S 

0  n  None 

INTERVIEWER:    Add  48  and  49  and  subtract  this  from  47  to  obtain  NET. 
Enter  this  amount  in  Question  17  of  AGE-4. 

NOTES 

FORM  S-5  (AGE-51  (1-8-63) 
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Look  over  Questions  18  and  21  in  Section  C,  AGE-4,  and  "X"  appropriate  box. 

□  Aged  unit  HAS  NO  FINANCIAL  ASSETS~no  amounts  in  Question     18a  or  21a-d     (Go  to  Que 


22      ^  ^  ^^^'^  FINANCIAL  ASSETS- 


in  any  of  above  Questions   (Skip  to  Question  51) 


50.  I  see  that  you  (and  your  wife)  have  no  money  in  savings 
any  such  assets  at  this  time  a  year  ago? 

1  □  Yes  (Skip  to  Question  51b) 


:ounts,  or  stocks  and  bonds.    Did  you  (and  your  wife)  have 

2  □  No  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  13) 


51.  Considering  all  you  have  in  checking  and  savings  accounts,  stocks  and  bonds,  and  money  owed  to  you,  would  you  say  that 
your  savings  amount  to  MORE,  LESS,  or  ABOUT  THE  SAME  as  a  year  ago  (we  don't  mean  changes  in  market  value  of 
stocks  and  bonds  held  throughout  the  yeor)? 


1  □  Same  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  13) 

2  □  More 


a.  Did  you  get  this  from 


1  I     I  Income? 

2  I     I  An  inheritance  or  a  gift? 

3  I     I  Any  other  source?  (Specify) . 


3  Q  Don't  know  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  13) 
Less^ 

b.  What  is  the  reason  you  hove  less  now? 

(DO  NOT  READ  LIST) 
Used  assets 

1  □  For  ordinary  living  expenses 

(food,  clothing,  housing) 

2  \Z3  To  purchase  an  automobile,  furniture, 

a  major  appliance,  etc. 

3  cm  For  home  repairs  or  improvements 

4  □  For  trips,  vacations 

5  n  For  illness,  health  emergencies 

6  □  For  gifts 

7  CD  To  pay  debts  or  mortgage 

8  □  Other  (Specify) 


Look  over  Question  22c  through  23d  in  Section  C,  AGE-4,  and  check  appropriate  box. 
1  □  Aged  unit  HAS  NO  DEBTS  fGo  (o  Question  52) 
I  2  □  Aged  unit  HAS  DEBTS  (Skip  to  Question  53) 


52.  I  see  that  you  (and  your  wife)  hove  NO  DEBTS  now --such  as  for  on  automobile,  installment  purchases,  or  to  stores, 
(jjoctors,  or  lending  companies.    Did  you  (and  your  wife)  have  any  suc^  d^bts  at  this  time  a  year  ago? 


□  Yes- 


2  Q  No  (Skip  to  Ins 


tion  No.  14) 


53,  Considering  all  the  kinds  of  personal  DEBTS  you  hove  listed  here,  would  you  soy  that  you  now  owe  MORE,  LESS  or  ABOUT 
THE  SAME  amount  as  you  did  a  year  ago? 


1  Q  Same  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  14) 

2  □  Mor 


3.  What  is  the  reason  you  owe  more  now? 

(DO  NOT  READ  LIST) 
Went  into  debt 

'  CZI  To  purchase  an  automobile,  furniture,  a 
major  appliance,  etc. 

2  □  For  ordinary  living  expenses  (food, 

clothing,  housing) 

3  For  home  repairs  or  improvements 

4  Qm  For  trips,  vacations 

s         For  illness,  health  emergencies 

6  □  For  gifts 

7  To  invest  (buy  stocks,  real  estate,  etc.) 

8  □  Other  (Specify)  


3  Q  Don't  know   (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  14) 

4  □  Less^ 

b.  Did  you  get  the  money  to  pay  these  debts  from  ■ 


1  Q  Income? 

2  I    I  An  inheritance  or  a  gift? 

3  Q  Any  other  source?  (Specify) 
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D  -  Review  of  INCOME  (AGE-4,  Se 


Look  over  Section  D  of  AGE-4,  and  ask  any  missing  questions.  In  the  annual  income  columns  for 
Questions  24-29  there  must  be  either  an  entry  or  a  "None"  box  checked  for  each  question.  Both 
columns  must  be  filled  for  married  couples.  If  no  entries  have  been  made,  obtain  and  enter  the 
income  amounts.  If  any  of  the  figures  entered  in  24  -  29  appear  to  be  weekly  or  monthly  amounts, 
check  with  the  respondent  and  record  an  ANNUAL  AMOUNT.  If  any  cents  entered  by  respondent, 
round  to  nearest  dollar. 


14 


(DO  NOT  READ  TO  RESPONDENT) 
Sectiop  C  Entries  Section  D  Entries 

54.  Is  there  a  "YES"  entry  in  1  |     |  Yes  >    There  should  be  an  income  entry  in  Question  25  or  26  (business 

Question  15  or  16  (business  or  farm  income).   If  no  such  income,  for  some  reason,  footnote 

or  farm  investment)?  2  I     I  No  Question  25  (or  26)  and  give  explanation  in  space  below 

Question  30k. 


55.  Is  there  o  "YES"  entry  In  i  Q  Yes  »   There  should  usually  be  an  income  entry  in  Question  27  (rental 

Question  17  (real  estate)?  2        No  income).   If  not,  check  and  correct,  if  necessary,  as  above. 


56.  Is  there  an  AMOUNT  in  t  Q  Yes  >    There  should  be  an  income  entry  in  Question  29  (interest  or 

Question  18  (savings),  or  dividends).   If  not,  check  with  respondent  and  correct,  if 

Question  21  (stocks,  bonds,  2  |    |  No  necessary,  as  above, 

etc.)? 


1  ^  If  there  are  only  1  or  2  income  sources  checked  in  all  of  Section  D.ask:  _ 

'°  16  ^  ^  7. 


57.  You  (and  your  wife)  hod  income  only  from   and    .......     --is  that  right? 


I     I  Yes  2  I    I  No  (Review  income  sources  with 

respondent  and  record  additiona 
entries  on  the  AGE-4.) 


17 


z 


58.  I  see  that  you  had  some  income  from  rent.    Did  you  rent  out  an  apartment  in  your  home  or  in  another  building? 

1  Q  Apartment  in  own  home  2  Q  Apartment  in  another 

building 
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Look  over  Question  30a  to  k,  AGE-4.    For  each  category  for  which  there  is  a  "Yes"  entry  in  either  the 
Instruction              "You"  or  "Wife"  columns,  ask  Questions  59  and  60  below  and  record  the  answer  in  the  appropriate 
No     1  Q               space  in  the  table  below  Question  60.   If  "No"  is  checked  in  all  parts  of  Question  30,  skip  to 
iO              Question  61. 

59.  1  see  that  you  (your  wife)  hod  some  income  from                                                           in  1962. 

(Category  with  "Yes"  in  Question  30) 

How  many  months  did  .  .  .  receive  this  income  in  1962? 

(NOTE:    For  unemployment  insurance.  Question  30f,  ask  Questions  59  and  60  in  terms  of  WEEKS.) 

60.  How  much  did.,  .receive  a  month  ("a  week"  for  unemployment  insurance;  for  irregular  amounts  get 
annual  total)? 

Income  Source 
(Letters  correspond  to  categories 
in  Question  30,  AGE-4) 

Sample  Person 

Wife 

(Question  59) 

Number 
of  months 

(Question  60) 

Amount 
per  month 

(Question  59) 

Number 
of  months 

(-Question  60) 

Amount 
per  month 

o.  Social  Security  (OASDI) 

s 

t 

b.  Railroad  Retirement 

s 

$ 

c.  Retirement  programs  for  Government 
employees  or  military  personnel 

(READ  TO  RESPONDENT) 
Was  this  for  -  - 

i 

t 

1  □  Military  service? 

2  1     1  Federal  employment? 

3  1     1  State,  county,  or 

city  employment? 

1  □Military  service? 

2  □  Federal  employment? 

3  n  State,  county,  or 

city  employment? 

d.  Veterans  payments  or  compensation 
(READ  TO  RESPONDENT) 
Was  this  for  -  - 

$ 

s 

1        Non-service  connected  disability? 
z  1     1  Service  connected  disability? 
3  □  Death  benefit? 

1  1     1  Non-service  connected  disability? 

2  1     1  Service  connected  disability? 

3  □  Death  benefit? 

e.  Pensions  from  private  employers 
and  unions 

$ 

$ 

f.   Unemployment  insurance  benefits 
(ENTER  NUMBER  OF  WEEKS  AND 
AMOUNT  PER  WEEK) 

s 

$ 

g.  Old-age  assistance  or  other  public 
assistance,  relief,  or  welfare,  from 
State  or  local  governments 

(READ  TO  RESPONDENT) 
Was  this  assistance -- 

s 

$ 

1  Q  Old-age  assistance? 

2  1     1  Some  other  public  assistance? 

1  Old-age  assistance? 

2  1     1  Some  other  public  assistance? 

h.  Private  welfare  or  relief 

$ 

$ 

i.  Contributions  from  persons  outside  the 
household  including  Armed  Forces 
allotments 
1 

(READ  TO  RESPONDENT) 
Was  this  from-- 

$ 

t 

1  Q  Your  children? 

2  1  1  Someone  else? 

1  Q  Your  children? 

2  1     1  Someone  else? 

j.  Private  annuities 

$ 

s 

k.  Any  other  kinds  of  income 

s 

$ 
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Instruction  For  each  entry  in  previous  table,   multiply  the  number  of  months  (weeks  for  Question  f)  and  amount  per  month 

- /-y  (week)  and  enter  annual  total  to  the  nearest  dollar  in  corresponding  space  (above  "Yes  -  No"  block)  in 

]_y  AGE-4,  Question  30. 


61.  During  1962,  did  you  (or  your  wife)  receive  any  lump  sum  payment  from  life  insurance  (including  cosh 
for  policies  surrendered)? 


□  '^^^  2  □  No  fSfcip  to 

a.  How  much  did  you  receive?  


62.  Did  you  (or  your  wife)  receive  a  lump  sum  inheritance  or  large  cash  gift? 


I     I  Yes  ^  2  □  No  (Skip  to  Question  63) 

a.  How  much  did  you  receive?  


63.  Did  you  (or  your  wife)  receive  any  other  money --such  as  from  the  sale  of  a  cai  or  some  other  large  item,  tax  refunds, 
back  pay,  owards  for  personal  injury  or  damage? 


1  Q  Yes  ^  2  Q  No  (Skip  to  Question  64) 

a.  How  much  did  you  receive?  


64.  During  the  past  12  months,  did  you  make  a  large  gift  of  cash,  property,  or  something  you  bought,  to  a  relative 
or  friend? 


Yes 


"1 


2  □  No  (Skip  to  Question  65) 


How  much  was  It? 


65.  Do  you  regularly  contribute  to  the  support  of  someone  outside  the  household? 


□  Yes- 


2  I      I  No  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  20) 


66.  Whom  do  you  support? 

1  Q  Parents 


■  □  Children 


>□  Other 


No.  20 


Ask  Question  67  ONLY  for  MALE  member  of  aged  unit. 


67.  Did  you  ever  serve  in  the  U.  S.  Armed  Forces? 

1  □  Yes   ^  2  □  No  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  21) 


When? 

1  □  WW  II  or  Korea 

2  □  WWI 


3  □  Other  (Specily) 
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PART  II  -  TENURE,  LIVING  ARRANGEMENTS,  FOOD,  AND  HOUSING  EXPENSES 


Instruction  These  questions  are  about  living  arrangements,  and  food  and  housing  expenses.    This  is 

Mo.  2  J  °^  '■^^  questionnaire,  but  no  check-backs  to  the  AGE-4  are  necessary. 


68.  How  long  hove  you  lived  in  this  community? 

(For  married  couples,  enter  for  husband)      (If  less  than  one  year,  enter  No.  of  months.) 

Yrs. 

Mos. 

69.  How  long  hove  you  lived  at  this  address? 

(If  less  than  one  year,  enter  number  of  months) 

Yrs. 

Mos. 

INTERVIEWER:    Questions  ""0  and  71  should  NOT  be  asked  of  persons  NEVER  MARRIED 


70.  How  many  living  children  do  you  have,  including 
step-children  and  adopted  children^ 


How  many  of  your  children  ore  now  morried? 


0  I      [  None  (Skip  to  Instruction 
No.  23) 


C-X"  il  applicable) 
22  lZH         °^  more  children  living  in  household  with  aged 


71.  I'd  like  you  to  think  for  a  moment  about  the  son  or  daughter  who  lives  closest  to  you.    The  way  he  (she) 
about  how  long  does  it  take  him  (her)  to  get  to  your  house  from  where  he  (she)  lives? 

(DO  NOT  READ  LIST) 

4  I     I  Over  an  hour,  but  less  than  a  day 

5  One  day  or  more 


,  □  10  mi 

2  I     I  11  mi 

3  □  31  m. 


nutes  or  less 
nutes  to  half  an  hour 
nutes  to  an  hour 


Check  control  card  and  indicate  the  status  of  the  aged 


1         Non-married  person  with  no  relati 
present  in  household 

23         ^  [13  Husband  and  wife,  with  no  other 
relatives  present 


Instruct 
No 


3  j  j  Has  one  or  more  children 

household 


I     I  Has  some  relatives  present, 
but  not  children 


72.  1  see  that  there  is  no  other  family  member  living  here  with 
you  (and  your  wife).    Was  this  true  all  during  1962? 

1  □  Yes  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  24) 
2^  No 

74.  1  see  that  you  live  with  (your  son,  your  sister,  etc.). 
Was  this  true  all  during  1962? 

1  Q  Yes  (Skip  to  Part  III.  Page  14) 

2nNo 

73a.  Who  else  was  living  with  you? 

(DO  NOT  READ  LIST) 

1  □  Husband  (wife)               ->  □  Other  relatives 

2  □  Married  children             5|     j  Non-relatives 

3  1     1  Unmarried  children         «  EZ!  Lived  alone 

75a.  Before  this,  were  you  living  alone  or  with  someone  else? 

1  □  Alone 
With  someone  else  --  Who? 

2  □  Husband  (wife)             5  |     |  Other  relatives 

3  Married  children           6  j     |  Non-relatives 
Unmarried  children 

b.  Why  are  you  no  longer  living  with  them? 

b.  Why  did  you  make  this  change? 

sk;p  to  part  //;,  page  u 
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Check  the  Control  Card  and  indicate  whether  the  aged  unit  is: 
1  Q  A  lodger  (Go  to  Section  C) 

z  I     I  Not  a  lodger,  living  in  owner-occupied  unit  (Go  to  Section  A) 

3  Q  Not  a  lodger,  living  in  renter-occupied  unit  (Go  to  Section  B) 

4  Q  Not  a  lodger,  living  in  "rent-free"  quarters  (Skip  to  Part  III,  Page  14) 


Section  A  ■  HOME  OWNERS 


76.  Were  you  a  home-owner  oil  during  1962? 

•  □  Yes-, 


I     I  No  (Ski, 


m.  Page  14) 


77.  How  much  did  any  mortgage  payments  for  your  home 
amount  to  during  1962? 


□  Per  mor 

□  Per  yea 


0  Q  None,  property  paid  for 


78.  How  much  did  you  pay  in  real  estate  taxes,  assessments,  and 
property  insurance  in  1962  (which  were  not  part  of  any  mortgage 

payment)? 


□  Pe 


1     I  All  taxes,  etc.  included 
answer  to  Question  77 


79.  In  1962,  about  how  much  did  you  spend  for  electricity,  heat,  gas,  water,  and 
trash  removal? 

(INTERVIEWER:   Only  total  is  required. 

If  respondent  gives  breakdown,  list  below.) 

I     I  Month 

Electricity   $  □Year 

□  Month  Water  and  □Month 

Gas   S  □Year      Sewage  disposal  $  □Year 

Fuel  oil,                                    □  Month  □  Month 

Coal,  etc.    S                             □Year  Trash  removal  ..  S  □Year 


I  I  Per  rnonth 
□  Pet  year 


□  None 


1962,  about  how  much  did  you  spend  for  home  repairs  or  painting? 


1  □  None 


81.  Did  you  have  any  boarders  in  1962? 

1  □  Yes  (Skip  to  Part  III,  Page  14) 


2|     I  No. 


82.  During  1962,  about  how  much  would  you  soy  you  spent  per  week  or 
month  for  food  to  prepare  and  eat  at  home,  and  for  lunches  carried 
from  home? 


□  Per  week 
I    I  Per  month 


nd  other  non-food  items  you  might  buy  in  a  grocery  store? 


'.  □  No  (Skip  to  Question  85) 


84.  How  much  would  you  say  we  should  deduct  for  these  things 
(non-food  items)? 


I  I  Per  week 
I    I  Per  month 


85.  In  addition,  about  how  much  would  you  say  you  spent  per  week  or  month  for 
food  away  from  home  in  1962--that  is,  for  meals  or  snacks  in  restaurants, 
cafeterias,  and  the  like? 


I  I  Per  week 
I  I  Per  month 
I    I  Per  year 


□  None 


AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  85,  SKIP  TO  PART  III,  PAGE  U 
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Section  B  -  RENTERS 

86.  Were  you  renting  ail  during  1962? 

'  □  Yes^                                                                              2  1      ^  No  (Skip  to  Part  III,  Page  14) 

87.  How  much  is  your  monthly  rent? 

$ 

88.  Does  your  rent  include  furniture? 

1  □  Yes                                                                  2  □  No 

89.  In  1962,  about  how  much  did  you  spend  for  electricity,  heat,  gas,  water,  and 
trash  removal,  which  wos  NOT  included  in  your  rent? 

(INTERVIEWER:   Only  total  is  required. 

If  respondent  gives  breakdown,  list  below.) 

0 

r~l  Month 

Electricity  $                            |  |Year 

□  Month         Water  and                                              □  Month 

Gas  S                            1     ^Year          Sewage  disposal  S  riYear 

Fuel  oil,                                     □  Month                                                                       |     |  Month 
Coal.  etc.    S                            □  Year          Trash  removal      $                             TH  Year 

S 

1  CJPet 

month 
year 

□  None 

90.  In  1962,  about  how  much  did  you  spend  for  home  repairs  or  painting  that  you 
hod  to  pay  for  yourself? 

s 

■□Pet 

year 

1     1  None 

91.  Did  you  have  any  boarders  in  1962? 

1  □  Yes  (Skip  to  Part  III,  Page  14)                               2  Q  No^ 

92.  During  1962,  about  how  much  would  you  say  you  spent  per  week  or  month  on  food 
to  prepare  and  eat  at  home,  and  for  lunches  carried  from  home? 

3 

1  (ZlPer 
2nPer 

week 
month 

93.  Does  this  amount  include  anything  for  cigarettes,  cleaning  supplies,  paper  produci 
buy  in  a  grocery  store? 

'  □  Yes^                                                                   2  □  No  (Skip  to  Questi 

s,  and  other  non-food  items 

on  95) 

you  might 

94.  How  much  would  you  soy  we  should  deduct  for  these  things  (non-food  items)? 

% 

.□Per 
2  □Per 

week 

95.  In  addition,  about  how  much  would  you  soy  you  spent  per  week  or  month  for 
food  away  from  home  in  1962 --that  is,  for  meals  or  snacks  in  restaurants, 
cafeterias,  and  the  like? 

$ 

'  OPe 

2  □Per 

3  □Per 

week 
month 
year 

c 

r~|  None 

AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  95,  SKIP  TO  PART  III,  PACE  14 

NOTES 
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Section  C  -  LODGERS 

96.  Have  you  been  a  lodger  (or  boarder)  all  during  1962? 

1  □  Yes^                                                            2  □  No  (Skip  to  Part  III) 

97.  How  much  is  your  rent? 

$ 

1  □  Per  week 

2  1     1  Per  month 

98.  Does  this  include  meals  (board)? 

-□Yes  jQNo 

99.  In  1962,  about  how  much  would  you  say  you  spent  for  food  in  an  averoge  week 
or  month,  including  meats  or  snacks  in  cafeterias  and  restaurants,  and  any 
food  brought  to  your  room? 

S 

1  □  Per  week 

2  Per  month 

3  CD  P^"'  y^^' 

CONTINUE  WITH  PART  III 

NOTES 
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PART  III  -  PAYMENT  OF  BILLS  (EXCEPT  MEDICAL)  BY  AGENCIES  OR  PERSONS  OUTSIDE  HOUSEHOLD 


READ  TO  RESPONDENT:  We  have  already  talked  about  your  medical  bills.  Now,  we'd  like  to  talk  for  a  moment  about  bills 
for  such  things  as  food,  clothing,  and  housing  expenses--or  anything  except  medical  care. 


100.  Did  ony  of  your  children  WHO  DO  NOT  LIVE  WITH  YOU  pay  any  such  bills  for  you  in  1962 
(Not  counting  any  cash  they  may  have  given  you)? 


□  Yes 


2  □  No 


3  I     I  No  children  outside  household 


101.  Did  any  other  relatives  or  friends,  not  living  with  you,pay  any  such  bills  for  you  in  1962? 

'  □  Yes  2  □  No 


102.  (If  "Yes"  to  either  100  or  101,  or  both,  ask:) 
Altogether,  about  how  much  did  these  bills 


(INTERVIEWER:  En 


to? 

103) 


Don't  know  (Go  to  Qv 


a.  Did  they  amount  to  $100  or  more 

1  □  Yes  2  □  No 


103.  Did  a  public  or  private  agency  directly  pay  any  such  bills  for  you? 


□  Yes, 


I     I  No  (Skip  to  Qt 


104.  Altogether,  about  how  much  did  these  bills  amount  to? 

(INTERVIEWER:   Enter  amount  and  go  to  Question  105) 


\_    j  Don't  know  (Go  to  Question  104a) 


a.  Did  they  amount  to  $100  or  more? 

1  □  Yes  2  □  No 


105.  During  1962,  did  you  (a 

id  your  wife)  raise  any  of  the  food  you  u 

ed? 

,  □  Yes 

2  □  No 

106.  Did  you  (and  your  wife) 
outside  the  household? 

receive  any  sizeable  amounts  of  food  th 

3t  you  didn't  hove  to  pay  f or  - - 

»e  mean  from  anyone 

'  □  Yes^ 

2  □  No  (Skip 

o  Question  108) 

107.  Where  did  you  get  this  food?   (DO  NOT  READ  LIST) 

1  I     I  Received  as  part  of  job,  or  in 

payment  for  work  done 

2  I     I  Provided  by  relatives  or  friends, 

outside  the  household 

3  I     I  Government  surplus  foods  or  food 

stamps  to  anyone  in  household 


4  □  Other  (Specify) 


(If  "Yes"  in  Question  105  or  106,  ask:)  In  1962,  would  you  say  you  spent  about  the  same,  much  less,  or  slightly  less 
for  groceries  than  if  you  didn't  have  this  food? 


I     I  About  the 


2  □  Much  le 


3  □  Slightly  less 


109.  During  1962,  did  anyone  supply  you  (or  your  wife)  with  any  large  amounts  of  clothing -- clothing  you  would  otherwise 
have  bought  for  yourself? 


□  Yes- 


2  □  No  (Skip  to  Q 


this  clothing?  (DO  NOT  READ  LIST) 


I     I  Children  or  other  relatives, 
not  in  household 


I     I  Children  or  other  relativ 
in  household 


3  I     I  Church  or  other  public 
or  private  agency 


111.  (If  "Renter"  or  "Rent  Free"  on  Control  Card)  In  1962,  did  you  receive  port  or  all  of  your  rent  in  exchange  for  work  done? 

1  □  Yes  2  □  No 

NOTES 
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Ask  ol  SAMPLE  PERSON  only 


PART  IV  -  LABOR  FORCE  AND  WORK  EXPERIENCE 


112.  Do  you  have  a  [ob  or  business  at  the  present  time? 
Yes2 


113.  Did  you  work  at  all  last  week? 

1  □  Yes  (Skip  to  Question  122)       2  □  No 


114.  Why  didn't  you  work  last  week? 

1  □  Illness 

2  Q  Other    (Specify)  _ 


AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  114,  SKIP  TO  QUESTION  122 


115.  Are  you  looking  for  work  or  on  layoff  from  a  job? 

1  □  Yes  2  □  No 


116.  Have  you  ever  had  a  job  or  business 


7 


2  Q  No  (Skip  to  Instructic 
Pege  18) 


117.  Are  you  well  enough  to  work  now? 

,□  Yes^ 

2  □  No  (Skip  to  Ques 

ion  122) 

118.  Do  you  expect  to  work  again  this  yeor? 

1  □  Yes  (Skip  to  Question  120a) 

2[I]No^ 

119.  Are  you  interested  in  working? 
>  □  Yes^ 

2  □  No  (Skip  to  Ques 

ion  121) 

120a.  What  type  of  work  would  you  want  to  do?    Would  it  be-- 

1  1     1  The  same  as  your  2         Lighter  work? 

last  regular  job? 


b.  Would  you  want  to  work - 
1  □  Full  time? 


2  □  Part  time? 


3  □  Different  work? 


3  I     i  Occasionally? 


AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  120b,  SKIP  TO  QUESTION  122 


121.  Why  aren't  you  interested  in  working? 

1  □  Prefer  leisure 

2  I     I  Needed  at  home 

3  No  one  would  hire  older  person 


4  I     1  Can't  find  work 

5  Q  Other  (Specify)  _ 


WORK  EXPERIENCE  IN  1962 

Number  of  weeks  (Ask  Que 

stion  123e) 

122.  How  many  weeks  did  you  work  in  1962? 

0  Q  None  (Skip  to  Questic 

n  128) 

123a.  What  was  your  longest  job  in  1962?   (Name  of  company, 
business,  organization  or  employer) 


Name  of  company 


b.  What  kind  of  business  or  industry  was  this?   (For  example: 
TV  and  radio  manufacturing,  retail  shoe  store,  etc.) 


Kind  of  business 


c.  What  kind  of  work  did  you  do?   (For  example:  Civ 
engineer,  stock  clerk,  etc.) 


Kind  of  work 


An  employee  of  a  private  company,  business,  or  individual  for  wages,  salary,  or  commission?  .  .    P     |  | 

(Aak 

A  Government  employee  (Federal,  State,  County,  or  local)?   G     |     |  Question 

124) 

Self-employed  in  own  business,  professional  practice,  or  form?  O     |  | 

Working  without  pay  in  a  family  business  or  farm?  WP     |  | 
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124.  When  you  worked  in  1962,  did  you  usually  work  full  time  or  part  time? 

 1  I     I  Full  time^  2  □  Part  time  (Skip  to  Question  128) 

125.  Do  you  expect  to  stop  working  entirely  this  year  or  to  work  less  than  in  1962? 

1  I     I  Yes,  stop  entirely  ^  

2  Yes,  work  less  ) 

3  □  No 

4  Q  Don't  know,  depends --On  what? 

126.  Why  is  that? 


127.  (Check  Questions  30a,  b,  c,  and  e  on  AGE-4  to  see  if  Social  Security  or  other  pensions  are  currently  received.    If  such 
pensions  are  being  received,  skip  to  Instruction  No.  25,  Page  18.    If  not  now  receiving  Social  Security  or  other  pensions, 
ask:)   Will  you  start  drawing  Social  Security  benefits  or  an  employer  or  union  pension  at  that  time? 

1  □  Yes-^  2  □  No  (Skip  to  Instruction  No.  25) 

a.  Which  will  you  draw? 

'  I     I  Social  Security  2  |     |  Employer  or  union  pension 


AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  127a.  SKIP  TO  INSTRUCTION  NO.  25,  PAGE  78 


LAST  REGULAR  FULL  TIME  EMPLOYMENT  (For  persons  who  did  not  work  in  1962--"None"  in  122--or  usually  employed 
part  time  in  1962--"Part  time"  in  124) 

128.  When  did  you  stop  working  on  your  last  regular  full  time  job?    1  meon  a  job 
that  lasted  6  months  or  more  at  which  you  usually  workea  35  hours  or  more 
a  week? 

(INTERVIEWER:   If  1958-63,  continue  with  129;  all  others, 
skip  to  Instruction  No.  25,  Page  18) 

Year 

19 

0  Q  Never  held  full  time  job 

(Skip  to  Instruction  No.  25) 

129.  How  old  were  you  then? 

Age 

130.  Did  you  start  drawing  Social  Security  benefits  or  an  employer  or  union  pension  at  that  time? 


1  □  Yes,  Social  Security 

2  I     I  Yes,  employer  or  union  pension 


3  Q  No,  was  already  drawing  Social  Security 

or  employer  or  union  pension 

4  I     I  No,  started  drawing  benefits  or  pension 

later,  or  not  at  all 


131.  When  you  stopped  working  at  your  last  regular  job,  did  you  decide  to  stop  or  did  your  employer  decide  that  you  should  stop? 


1  I    I  Own  decision^ 
a.  Why  did  you  decide  to  stop  working  when  you  did? 

1  Q  Not  well  enough  to  work  (acute  illness, 

accident,  failing  health,  old-age) 

2  I     I  Intended  to  find  different  kind  of  work 

3  I   .  I  Downgraded 

*  I     I  Dissatisfied  with  work,  management, 
other  employees 

8  I     I  Labor  dispute;  decided  to  retire 

6  Q  Needed  at  home 

7  Q  Wanted  to  retire,  though  well  enough  to  work 

8  I     I  Own  business  went  bad 

9  □  Other  (Specify)   


2  I     I  Employer's  decision^ 
b.  Why  did  your  employer  decide  you  should  stop? 


I     I  Reached  company's  retirement  age 
and  was  laid  off  at  age   


2  I     I  Employer  said  health  was  too  poor 

to  do  the  work 

3  I    1  Laid  off- -no  reason  given 

4  I     I  Job  discontinued 

5  Q  Labor  dispute -- employer  did  not 

take  me  back 

6  on  Other  (Specify)   


FORM  S-B  (AGE-B)  (1-8-831 
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Part  IV  -  Continued  (SAMPLE  PERSONJ 


132a.    For  whom  did  you  work  on  your  lost  regular  full  time 
job?  (Name  of  company,  business,  organization  or 
employer) 

0  □  Same  as  in  1962  (Skip  to  Inatructlon  No.  25,  Page  IS) 

Name  of  company 

b.   Whot  kind  of  business  or  industry  was  this? 

(For  example:  TV  and  radio  mfg.,  retail  shoe  store,  etc.) 

Kind  of  business 

c.   What  kind  of  work  did  you  do?  (For  example:  civil 
engineer,  stock  clerk,  etc.) 

Kind  of  work 

Were  you  -  - 

An  employee  of  private  company,  business,  or  Individual  for  wages,  salary,  or  commission?   P 

A  Government  employee  (Federal,  State,  County,  or  local)?   G 

Self-employed  in  own  business,  professional  practice,  or  farm?   O  □ 

Working  without  pay  in  a  family  business  or  farm?  WP 


AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  132d,  GO  TO  INSTRUCTION  NO.  25,  PAGE  78. 


I 
I 


FORM  S-8  (AGE-el  11-8-831 


PAGE  17 
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Instruction  "X"  if  one  person  aged  unit  and  skip  to  Part  V,  Page  21. 

O  C      If  this  is  a  two-person  aged  unit,  complete  the  labor  force  questions  (beginning 
for  the  WIFE. 


nth  Question  133  below) 


133.    Does  your  wife  have  a  job  or  business  ot  the  present  time? 

'  □  Yes, 


2  □  No 


134.    Did  she  work  at  all  last  week? 


I     I  Yes  (Skip  to  2  I     I  No-, 

'  Question  143)  '— '  > 


135.   Why  didn't  she  work  last  week? 

.  □  Illness 

2  n  Other  (Specify) 


AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  735,  SKIP  TO  QUESTION  143 


136.   Is  she  looking  for  work  or  on  lay-off  from  a  job? 

1  □  Yes  2  □  No 


137.   Has  she  ever  had  a  job  or  business? 


y 


2  □  No  (Skip  to  Inatrustlon 
No.  26,  Page  21) 


138.    Is  your  wife  well  enough  to  work  now? 

.  □  Yes  , 


2  □  No    (Skip  to  Question  143) 


139.    Does  she  expect  to  work  again  this  year? 

1  □  Yes  (Skip  to  Question  141) 


2  □  No 


140.   Is  she  interested  in  working? 

<  □  Yes^ 


□  No  (Skip  to  Queation  142) 


141o.  What  type  of  work  would  she  wont  to  do?   Would  it  be  -  - 

2  □  Lighter  work? 


I    I  The  some  as  her 
lost  regular  job? 


b.  Would  she  wont  to  work 
1  □  Full  time? 


2  □  Part  time? 


□  Different  work? 


I    I  Occasionally? 


AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  Ul,  SKIP  TO  QUESTION  143 


142.  Why  is  that? 

1  □  Prefer  leisure 

2  Needed  at  home 

3  No  one  would  hire  older  person 


4  Q  Can't  find  work 
8  □  Other  (Specify) 


WORK  EXPERIENCE  IN  1962 


143.   How  mony  weeks  did  your  wife  work  in  1962? 


1  □  None  (Skip  to 
 Questio 


144a.  What  was  her  longest  job  in  1962?  (Name  of  company, 
business,  organization  or  employer) 


b.  What  kind  of  business  or  industry  was  this?  (For  example: 
TV  and  radio  mfg.,  retail  shoe  store,  etc.) 


Name  of  company 


Kind  of  business 


e.  What  kind  of  work  did  she  do?  (For  example:  civil 
engineer,  stock  clerk,  etc.) 


Kind  of  work 


d.  Is  your  wife  -  - 

An  employee  of  a  private  company,  business,  or  individual  for  wages,  salary,  or  commission? 

A  Government  employee  (Federal,  State,  County  or  local)?  

Self-employed  in  own  business,  professional  practice,  or  farm?  

Working  without  pay  in  a  family  business  or  farm?  


Pa 
wp  a 


FORM  S-B  lAGE-BI  (1-8- 


PAGE  18 
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Part  IV  -  Continued  (WIFE)  

145.  When  your  wife  worked  in  1962,  did  she  usually  work  full  time  or  jsort  time? 

I  □  Full  time^  z  □  Part  time  (Skip  to  Quea 

146.  Does  she  expect  to  stop  working  entirely  this  year  or  to  work  less  than  in  1962? 

1  □  Yes,  stop  entirely  ">  

2  □  Yes,  work  less  ^  '  *~  Question  147) 


3  □  No  I 

4  □  Don't  know,  depends  -  -  On  what?  ^ 


147.  Why  is  that? 


148.  (If  not  now  receiving  Social  Security  or  other  pensions,  ask:)  Will  your  wife  start  drawing  Social  Security  benefits  or 
on  employer  or  union  pension  at  that  time? 


'  □  Yes^ 
a.   Which  will  she  draw? 

t  □  Social  Security 


2  □  No  (Skip  to  Ins 
Page  21) 


I    I  Employer  or  union  pension 


AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  148a.  SKIP  TO  INSTRUCTION  NO.  26,  PAGE  27 


Last  regular  full  time  employment  (For  persons  usually  employed; 


149.   When  did  your  wife  stop  working  on  her  last  regular  full  time  iob?   I  mean  a 
iob  that  lasted  6  months  or  more  at  which  she  usually  worked  35  hours  or 
more  a  week. 

(INTERVIEWER:  (If  1958-63,  continue  with  150;  aH  others, 
skip  to  Instruction  26,  Page  21) 


I  I  Never  held  a  full  time  job 
(Skip  to  Instruction  No.  26, 
Page  21) 


150.   How  old  was  she  then? 


151.   Did  she  start  drawing  Social  Security  benefits  or  an  employer 

1  □  Yes,  Social  Security 

2  □  Yes,  employer  or  union  pension 


or  union  pension  at  that  time? 

3  □  No,  was  already  drawing  Social  Security 

or  employer  or  union  pension 

4  No,  started  drawing  benefits  or  pension 
later,  or  not  at  all 


152.  When  your  wife  stopped  working  at  her  last  regular  job,  did  she  decide  to  stop  or  did  her  employer  decide  that  she 
should  stop? 


.  n  Her  decision^ 
Why  did  she  decide  to  stop  working  when  she  did? 

1  □  Not  well  enough  to  work  (acute  illness, 

accident,  failing  health,  old-age) 

2  □  Intended  to  find  different  kind  of  work 

3  □  Downgraded 

4  03  Dissatisfied  with  work, management, 

other  employees 
s        Labor  dispute;  decided  to  retire 

8        Needed  at  home 

7  Wanted  to  retire,  though  well  enough  to  work 

8  □  Own  business  went  bad 

9  □  Other  Opacity)   


2        Employer's  decision^ 
Why  did  her  employer  decide  she  should  stop? 


1  Reached  company's  reti 
and  was  laid  off  at  age 

2  □  Employer  said  health  was  too  poor 

do  the  work 

3  Laid  off  -  -  no  reason  given 

4  Job  discontinued 

s  □  Labor  dispute  -  -  employer  did  not 
take  her  back 


8  □  Other  (Specify) 


FORM  S-8  (ACE-E)  (1-8.83) 
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Part  IV  -  Continued  (WIFE) 

153a.    For  whom  did  your  wife  work  on  her  lost  regular 

full  time  job?  (Name  of  company,  business,  organization 
or  employer) 

0  □  Same  as  in  1962  (Skip  to  Inatruction  No.  26, 


of  company 


b.    What  kind  of  business  or  industry  was  this?  (For 
example:  TV  and  radio  mfg.,  retail  shoe  store,  etc.) 


Kind  of  business 


c.    What  kind  of  work  did  she  do?  (For  example:  civil 
engineer,  stock  clerk,  etc.) 


d.   Was  your  wife  -  - 

An  employee  of  private  company,  business,  or  individual  for  wages,  salary,  or  commission? 

A  Government  employee  (Federal,  State,  County,  or  local)?  

Self-employed  in  own  business,  professional  practice,  or  farm?  

Working  without  pay  in  a  family  business  or  farm?  


GO 

on 

WP  □ 


AFTER  CO^APLETlNG  QUESTION  153d,  GO  TO  INSTRUCTION  NO.  26,  PAGE  27 


FORM  S-B  (AGE-8)  (1-6-63) 
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PART  V  -  CHECK  FOR  WIDOWED  PERSONS 


26 


Check  marital  status  question  on  Control  Card. 
'  □  Yes- 


7. 


spondent  widowed? 

2  □  No  (Skip  to  Part  VI,  Page  23) 


154.    Did  your  husband  (wife)  ever  serve  in  the  U.S.  Armed  Forces? 

1  □  Yes 


2  I — I  No 


155.    When  did  your  husband  (wife)  pass  away? 


During  1962   

(Aak  Queation  156) 


Prior  to  1962  , 
(Skip  to  Instru. 


156.   Did  your  husband  (wife)  have  health  insurance  for  hospital  or  doctors'  bills? 


n  No  (Skip  to  Quest 


157.   What  kind  of  insurance  did  he  (she)  have? 

)  Hospitalization 


2  Doctor-surgeon 


3  □  Both 


158.    Did  your  husband  (wife)  receive  medical  care 
1  □  Yes- 


time  during  1962? 

2  □  No    (Skip  to  Question  162) 


a.   Was  she  (he)  in  a  hospital,  nursing  home,  rest  home,  or  sonitorium  any  time  during  1962? 

1  □  Yes  (Check  back  to  Question  35,  Page  4.  2  |    |  No 

Record  information  on  deceased  spouse. 


If  any  hospital  stays  listed  on  Page  4 
are  for  deceased  spouse,  mark  them  as  such.) 


27 


Medical  Costs,  on  AGE-4 


I    I  Medical  costs  entered  in  either 
Questions  7,  8b,  9,  10,  11,  or  12 
(Ask  Question  159) 


2        No  medical  costs  entered 
(Skip  to  Question  159a) 


159.    Did  you  include  the  medical  expenses  for  your  husband  (wife)  when  filling  out  the  questionnaire  we  left  you? 

1  □  Yes   (Ask  Question  159a  and  correct  the  2  □  No  (Co  to  Question  159a) 

AGE-4  by  DEDUCTING  expenses 
for  the  deceased) 


About  how  much  were  all  of  his  (her)  medical  expenses 
1962  for  hospitals,  doctors,  medicines,  etc.,  including 
any  amounts  already  paid  (or  still  to  be  paid)  by  you, 
relatives,  or  health  insurance? 


Hospital. 


160.   Do  you  still  owe  any  of  this  amount 

.  □  Yes 


161.    In  total,  about  how  much  were  the  expenses  in  connection  with  his  (her)  funeral? 

(Including  any  amounts  paid  by  Social  Security,  a  lodge,  insurance,  etc.) 


162.    Did  your  wife  (husband)  carry  any  life  insurance? 

1  □  Yes^  2  □  No    (Skip  to  Question  163) 

a.    Did  you  receive  any  settlement  from  this  insurance  ofter  her  (his)  death? 

1  □  Yes  2  □  No 


FORM  S-5  (AGE-BI  (1-8-63) 
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163.   When  your  husband  (wife)  was  living,  did  you  have  any  source  of  income  that  you  no  longer  have? 

1  □  Yes^  2  □  No  (Skip  to  Question  164) 

a.    Whot  was  that?  fSourcefsj; 


164.   Do  you  have  ony  source  of  income  now  that  you  didn't  have  when  your  husband  (wife)  was  living? 

1  □  Ye^  2  □  No    (Skip  to  Queallon  165) 

a.   What  is  that?   (Sotjrce(s)  ) 


165.   Since  your  husband's  (wife's)  death,  have  you  moved  to  another  house  (apartment)  or  otherwise  changed  your 
living  arrangements? 

1  □  Yes^  2  □  No   (Skip  to  QuoBtlon  166) 
a.   What  did  you  do? 

1  □  Moved  to  another  HU  and  live  alone  4  □  Took  in  relatives  or  friends 

2  n  Moved  in  with  fr  lends  or  relatives  g        Other  (Speclly)  

3  □  Took  in  non-related  roomers  or  boarders   


AFTER  COMPLETING  QUESTION  765a,  SKIP  TO  INSTRUCTION  NO.  28 


166.   Do  you  expect  to  moke  any  such  change  this  year? 

1  □  Yes  2  □  No 


FORM  S-B  (AGE-8) 
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PART  VI  -  CHECK  FOR  ABSENT  SPOUSE 


Instruction  Check  marital  status  question  on  Control  Card.  Is  respondent  married,  spouse  absent?  ("M"  in  marital 
No.  _  _        status  and  no  spouse  listed  on  Control  Card  or  spouse  listed  with  "N"  in  Control  Card  Question  16). 


28 


□  Yes 


□  No  (END  INTERVIEW) 


167. 

Is  your  husband  (wife)  now  in  a  hospital,  nursing  home,  res 
.  □  Yes^ 

home  or  sanitarium? 

2  □  No    (Skip  to  Inatr 

action  No.  29) 

168. 

How  long  has  .  .  .  been  in  this  place? 

(II  leas  than  one  year,  enter  number  of  monthB) 

Years 

Months 

29 


Refer  to  Section  B,  Medical  Costs  on  AGE-4  and  ask 


7 


169.    Did  you  include  any  of  .  .  .'%  medical  expenses  for  1962,  including  the  costs  of  .  .  .'s  stay  in  this  place,  when  filling 
out  the  form  we  left  you? 


□  Yes  (Correct  AGE-4  by 

deducting  expenses) 


2  □  No  (END  INTERVIEW) 


January  21,  1963 

Changes  on  Follow-up  Questionnaire  for 
Survey  of  Senior  Citizens  -  Form  S-5(A(S-5) 

Interviewers:    Make  the  following  changes  on  the  A(S)-5  before  beginning  an 
interview. 

Page  6.  Instruction  No.  12 


Change  to  read  -  "no  amounts  in  Questions  18b  and  21a -d" 
Page  6.  Question  52 


After  "Yes"  box  -  delete  arrow  and  add  the  following: 
"(Skip  to  Question  53b)" 


Page  15.  Top  left  margin 


Change  direction  to  read  -  "Ask  for  SAMPI£  PBBSON  only" 
Page  21.  Question  158 


After  "No"  box  -  instruction  should  read:    "(Skip  to  Question  l6l)" 
Page  21.  Question  158a 


After  "Yes"  box,  in  instruction,  change  the  two  page  references 
to  Page  2.. 


FORM  S-e  (AQE-E)  (1-8-S3) 


PAGE  23 
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UudMct  Bureau  No.  72-6203.1^  Approval  Expires  May  31,  1963 


CONFIDENTIAL  -  This  inquiry  is  authorized  hy  Act  of  ( cngrcss  (13  tJ.S.C).  Ihe  report  you 
confidential  and  may  be  seen  only  by  sworn  Census  employees,  h  may  not  be  used  for  purpo 
regulation. 


the  Census  flureau  is 
ation,  investigation,or 


FORM  CPS-53B 


CURRENT  POPULATION  SURVEY 
NONSTAFF  ENUMERATION 
MARCH  1963 


Name  and  address  of  special  dwelling  place 


lb.  Sample  Unit  No 


2.  Idcn.  code      3.  Segment  No.  4.  C 


5.  LineNc 


6a.  How  Interviewed 

3  n  Personal    4  □  Telephone        □  Nl  (Check  reason  below) 

□  NOH  □  REF  □  Vacant 

CD  TA  □  URE 

r~1  OT-OC(Speclly)  I     I  OT-UNrSpec//yj 


6b.  How  dafa  obtained 

I    I  Person         □  Other  t 


nbers  of    □  Reco 


AGE 
(Enter 
age  at 


SEX 
(Male 


RESIDENCE,  MARCH  1,  1962  (All  persons) 


living  In  thi 
house  (insti 
tution)  on 
March  1,  o 
year  ago? 
(Yea,  No,  or 

March  1,  196  2) 
(12) 


If  "No,"  in  12 


Was  .  .  . 

living  In  thh 
some  county 
on  March  1, 
a  year  ago? 

(Yes  or  Wo- 


lf "No,"  in  13 


What  State 
(or  foreign 
country) 


FOR  PERSONS  14  YEARS  OLD  AND  OVER 


MALES 
14  AND 
OVER 


MARITAL 
STATUS 
(M,  WD, 
D,  SEP, 
or  NM) 


FOR  PERSONS 
EVER 
MARRlEt) 


19.  INTERVIEWER 
CHECK  ITEM 


In  Item  9  is  age  entry  62  or  over? 

1     I  Yes  (Continue  with  Section  A  below) 


□  No  (END  QUESTIONS) 


INTERVIEWER:    Obtain  the  following  information  from  records  or  staff  sourc 


1.  Ownership  of  institution 

□  Federal 

I  I  Other  government  (State,  local) 
I    I  Church  or  other  nonprofit 

□  Proprietary 


2.  Name  of  sample  person 


6.    Chorges  for 

$   

Remarks 


7     Paid  by  (Mark  us  ma 
I    I  Respondent 
I    I  Spouse 
□  Children 


□  Public  assistar 
I  I  Social  Security 
I    I  Other  (Specify; 


Person  to  be  notified 

□  Spouse 

I — I  Other  relative 

I     I  Other  (Specify;  _ 


:ose  of  emergency 
O  Child 
□  None 


Telephone  Nc 


Continue  with  Section  B  on  other  side 
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INTERVIEWER: 


ilInwinM  qiicsdons  of  the  rcspn 
y  ui  ohinin  it  from  records. 


(Ic  the  inform?(tion  for  any 


This  month  we  are  taking  a  survey  among  our  senior 
citizens,  and  I  have  a  few  questions  I  would  like  to 


1.  Do  you  hove  any  insurance  that  -  - 

o.  pays  all  or  part  of  your  HOSPITAL  bills? 


b.  pays  all  or  part  of  the  Sl'RGEON'S  bills? 


c.  poys  for  any  part  of  OTHER  DOCTORS'  bills? 


6,  OR  c,  ask  d.   U  "No, 


2.  Other  than  the  core  provided  by  this  institution,  did  you 
have  any  medical  care  or  expenses  during  1962  for  which 
you,  your  health  insurance,  your  relatives,  or  your  friends 
paid  or  expected  to  pay?    For  example,  were  these  bills 
for  such  things  as  -  - 


Doctors'  and 
surgeon's  care? 


(If  "No."  in  a  through  d,  sfc/p  to  j 
In  1962,  then,  your  bills  for  medical  care 
come  to  about  $  (sum  of  2a  -  d).   Of  this 
amount,  how  much  did  you,  yourself, 


f.  Did  anyone  else,  including  insurance,  pay  any  of  your 
medical  bills? 


□  Yes  -  Who?- 


3.  Did  you  receive  any  medical  care  in  1962  -  -  doctor's, 
hospital  care,  medicines,  etc.  -  -  which  was  paid  for 
by  a  public  or  o  private  agency  for  which  there  was  ni 
bill? 


O  Yes  -  Who?- 


O  No 


4a.  (Aside  from  this  institution)  at  any  time  during  1962,  were 
you  in  a  hospital,  nursing  home,  rest  home,  or  sanitarium 
overnight  or  longer? 


How  many  times? 

(For  each  slay,  ask:) 


of  pla 


Location 
(city,  State) 


5.  During  1962,  did  you  receive  any  income  fri 


(Repeat  for 


1962  did 
you  get 


a.  Soci 
(old 
from  U.S.  G 


:heck! 
it)? 


CZl  Nc 


□  Yes 


b.  (1)  Railroad  Retirement? 


□  No 


(2)  Other  retirement 
progroms  for 
government  employees 
or  military  personnel? 


c.  Old-age  assistance  or 
other  public  assistanc 
relief,  or  welfore  from 
State  or  local  government? 


□_No  _ 

e.  Any  other  in( 

as  earnings  from  work 
interest  from  savings, 

O  No  □  YesrSpec 


How 


got  each 
month? 


Annual 
amount 


■  Railroad  Retirement 


(If  "Yes," 
.  Are  you  getting  these  checks  for  (i 
retirement)  because  you  worked  an 
Security  (Railroad  Retirement)  or  I 
else  (such  as  your  husband)  worked  under  th 
progrom? 


[    I  Somec 


5b.  ask: 
e  of 


6o.  Before  you  came  here,  were  you  living  alone  or  with  your 
husband  (wife),  your  children,  friends,  or  with  whom? 

(Mark  as  many  as  apply) 


I     I  Alone 

I — I  With  husband  (wife) 

I    I  With  children 

I    I  Other  (Specily)_  .  


6b.  How  many  living  children  do  you  have? 

Number  !T1  No 


7.  What  is  your  Social  Security  or  Railroad  Retirement 
number? 


Date  of  discharge 

Number  of 
nights  in  place 
FORM  cps-oae  o-i-eai 


(II  female  -  married,  divorced,  or  separated,  ask:) 
8.  Who'  was  your  maiden  name? 

I  I'irst  Initial 
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Actuarial  reduction. — Reduction  of  monthly  benefits  payable  to  old-age,  aged 
wife,  and  husband  beneficiaries  who  become  entitled  to  benefits  at  ages 
62  to  64.  The  reduction  is  applicable  for  the  entire  period  of  entitle- 
ment. Benefits  payable  to  these  persons  are  actuarially  reduced  for  each 
month  before  attainment  of  age  65  for  which  a  benefit  is  claimed  (1) 
for  the  old-age  (retired  worker)  beneficiary,  by  5/9  of  1  percent  and 
(2)  for  a  wife  beneficiary  without  a  child  beneficiary  in  her  care  and  for 
a  husband  beneficiary,  by  25/36  of  1  percent. 

Age  of  unit. — Age  on  the  last  birthday  before  January  1963.  Age  of  married 
couples  as  a  unit  was  determined  by  age  of  husband  unless  he  was 
under  62  years  of  age. 

Assets. — Financial  assets,  equity  in  business,  farm  and  real  estate  investments, 
and  equity  in  a  home.  Excludes  cash  value  of  life  insurance,  equities 
in  annuities,  retirement  plans,  and  value  of  automobiles  and  personal 
effects. 

Financial. — ^^Liquid  assets,  marketable  securities,  and  the  value  of  collectible 
loans  to  others. 

Liquid. — Deposits  in  banks  and  savings  accounts  and  U.S.  savings  bonds. 

Beneficiary. — A  person  who,  whether  or  not  he  is  actually  receiving  benefit 
payments,  has  been  awarded  monthly  OASDHI  benefits  on  the  basis  of 
his  own  or  another's  earnings  record. 
Full-year. — Beneficiary  who  received  his  first  benefit  in  January  1962  or 
earlier,  i.e.,  had  been  entitled  to  benefits  for  a  full  year  at  the  end  of 
the  survey  year. 

Parent.-— For  this  report  the  term  "parent  beneficiary"  refers  to  people  en- 
titled to  parent's  benefits,  g.v.,  and  also,  in  the  popular  sense,  to  those 
entitled  to  old-age  and  survivor's  benefits  who  had  entitled  children 
in  their  care. 

Part-year. — Beneficiary  who  received  his  first  benefit  in  February  1962  or 
later  and  therefore  had  been  entitled  to  benefits  for  less  than  a  year  at 
the  end  of  the  survey  year. 

Benefit,  OASDHI  (see  also  Retirement  benefits). — For  this  report,  the  current 
terminology,  "OASDHI  (old  age,  survivors,  disability,  and  health  in- 
surance), was  adopted,  although  the  health  insurance  provisions  were 
not  enacted  until  1965.  Benefits  are  payable  on  the  account  of  persons 
who  have  done  sufficient  work  covered  by  the  OASDHI  program  to  be 
insured. 

Family. — The  sum  of  the  individual  monthly  benefits  payable  to  all  the  bene- 
ficiaries entitled  on  the  basis  of  a  single  earnings  record. 

Husband's. — A  monthly  benefit  payable  to  the  dependent  husband,  aged  62 
or  over,  of  an  insured  retired  or  disabled  worker. 

Lump-sum. — A  lump  sum  payable  on  the  death  of  an  insured  worker  to  his 
surviving  spouse  or  to  the  persons  paying  his  burial  expenses. 

Old-age  (retired-worker). — A  monthly  benefit  payable  to  an  insured  retired 
worker  at  age  62  or  over. 

Parent's — A  monthly  benefit  payable  to  a  dependent  parent,  aged  62  or  over, 
of  an  insured  deceased  worker. 

Survivor's. — A  monthly  benefit  payable  to  a  survivor  of  an  insured  deceased 
worker. 

Widow's. — A  monthly  benefit  payable  to  the  widow  (aged  62  or  over)  of  an 
insured  worker. 

Widower's. — A  monthly  benefit  payable  to  a  dependent  widower  (aged  62  or 
or  over)  of  an  insured  worker. 
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Wife's. — A  monthly  benefit  payable  to  the  wife  of  a  retired  or  disabled 
worker  under  either  of  the  following  conditions  in  1962:  (1)  Wife  is 
aged  62  or  over,  excluding  wives  aged  62  to  64  with  entitled  children 
in  their  care;  (2)  wife  is  under  age  65  with  entitled  children  in  her 
care. 

Benefits,  veterans'. — Veterans'  pensions  and  compensation. 

Business  investment. — The  market  value  of  a  business  less  debts  or  liabilities 
of  business. 

Covered  employment. — All  employment  covered  by  law  under  old-age,  sur- 
vivors, disability,  and  health  insurance.  Almost  every  kind  of  employ- 
ment providing  wages  or  salaries  or  earnings  from  self-employment 
was  covered  under  the  program  by  1962. 

Debt,  personal. — Amount  owed  to  stores,  doctors,  banks  or  other  lending  insti- 
tutions, and  individuals.  Excludes  bills  for  current  expenses  and  mort- 
gage or  home-improvement  loans. 

Earnings. — Wages  and  salaries;  also  self -employment  income,  including  in- 
come from  roomers  and  boarders. 

Earnings  test. — Same  as  Ketirement  test,  q.v. 

Employed  units. — Those  with  a  job  or  business.  For  married  couples,  the  unit 
was  classified  as  employed  if  either  one  or  both  members  were  working. 

Equity  in  nonfarm  home. — Same  as  Home  equity,  q.v. 

Farm  investment. — Market  value  of  farm  less  debts  on  it. 

Pood  expenses. — Amounts  spent  for  food  to  be  served  at  home  or  carried  from 
home  for  lunches;  also  amounts  spent  for  meals  or  snacks  in  cafeterias 
or  restaurants,  etc.  Excludes  amounts  for  cigarettes,  cleaning  supplies, 
paper  products,  and  other  nonfood  items  usually  bought  in  grocery 
stores. 

Health  insurance. — Any  plan  specifically  designed  to  pay  all  or  part  of  the 
hospital  or  medical  expenses  of  the  insured  individual.  Includes  the 
following  kinds  of  coverage:  health,  hospital,  surgical,  doctors  other 
than  surgeons,  and  major  medical.  Excludes  plans  limited  to  "dread 
diseases"  only,  such  as  polio  or  cancer;  insurance  covering  bills  for 
accidents  only;  insurance  that  pays  only  on  the  basis  of  the  number 
of  days  that  a  person  is  sick;  and  care  given  to  dependents  of  military 
personnel,  public  welfare  care,  care  to  children  under  the  Crippled 
Children's  program,  or  other  public  programs. 

Home  equity. — Market  value  of  owned  home  less  the  unpaid  mortgage,  less 
other  debts  on  the  property.  Refers  to  nonfarm  homes  except  for  a  few 
farm  homes  whose  value  was  reported  separately  from  the  value  of  the 
farm;  excludes  a  few  nonfarm  homes  whose  value  was  included  with 
other  real  estate  or  business. 

Homeowner. — Unit  who  owns  or  is  purchasing  his  place  of  abode. 

Hospital : 

Long-stay. — Psychiatric,  tuberculosis,  chronic  disease,  and  other  long-stay 
hospitals  and  nursing  homes.  Excludes  homes  for  the  aged  not  pro- 
viding nursing  care. 

Short-stay. — General  or  short-stay  special  hospital  (orthopedic,  osteopathic, 
contagious  disease,  and  eye,  ear,  nose,  and  throat). 

Stay. — A  stay  as  a  patient  in  a  hospital  overnight  or  longer.  Excludes  stays 
of  patients  who  died  during  the  survey  year;  excludes  clinic  and  out- 
patient visits. 

Housing  costs. — Payments  on  mortgage,  real  estate  taxes,  insurance,  amounts 
for  home  repairs,  and  plumbing,  and  bills  for  such  items  as  electricity, 
gas,  water,  and  trash  removal. 

Income. — Current  money  income  unless  otherwise  specified  from  the  following 
sources:  Earnings,  q.v.;  public  and  private  retirement  benefits;  veterans' 
benefits  (pensions  and  compensation);  interest,  dividends,  and  rents; 
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private  individual  annuities;  unemployment  insurance;  public  and  private 
assistance;  contributions  by  relatives.  Excludes  capital  gains  and  other 
money  receipts,  q,v.,  lump-sum  inheritances  and  large  cash  gifts,  as 
well  as  lump-sum  payments  from  life  insurance,  tax  refunds,  awards 
for  injury  or  damage,  and  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  a  car  or  other 
large  item.  Also  excludes  vendor  payments  for  medical  care. 
Group. — One  of  the  groups  of  survey  units  aged  65  and  over  as  determined 
by  their  position  on  an  income  continuum — high  third,  middle  third, 
or  low  third — separately  for  each  type  of  unit.  The  terciles  for  mar- 
ried couples  were  $3,832  and  $2,202;  for  nonmarried  men,  $1,848  and 
$1,023;  for  nonmarried  women,  $1,372  and  $785. 
Retirement. — Income  from  reasonably  permanent  sources:  OASDHI  benefits, 
railroad  and  government  employees'  retirement  benefits,  private  pen- 
sions, private  annuities,  interest,  dividends,  and  rents,  and  veterans' 
benefits.  Excludes  earnings,  unemployment  insurance,  assistance,  and 
personal  contributions. 
Self -employment. — Income  from  own  business  or  profession,  income  from 

operating  farm,  and  income  from  roomers  and  boarders. 
Third. — Same  as  Income  group,  q.v. 

Institutional  population.— The  aged  people  living  in  domicilary  homes,  nursing 
homes,  and  long-stay  hospitals. 

Interest,  dividends,  rents. — Rental  from  an  apartment  or  other  real  estate;  in- 
terest or  dividends  on  savings,  stocks,  or  bonds. 

Interview  unit. — Same  as  Survey  unit,  q.v. 

Medical  care  without  charge. — Hospital  or  physician  care  to  aged  units  pro- 
vided through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies,  or 
supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered. 

Medical-care  costs  incurred. — Charges  for:  care  in  short-stay  and  long-stay 
medical  institutions,  services  of  physicians  and  dentists,  medicines  and 
drugs,  and  other  services  and  supplies.  Includes  costs  met  by  health 
insurance;  excludes  health  insurance  premiums  and  all  costs  of  persons 
who  received  any  care  without  charge. 

Net  worth. — The  value  of  equity  in  all  assets,  q.v.,  owned  by  the  unit  less 
personal  debt. 

Nonfarm  home. — See  Home  equity. 

Nonmarried. — Divorced,  separated,  widowed,  or  never  married. 

Old-age,  survivors,  disability,  and  health  insurance. — Federal  program  under 
which  benefits  are  payable  to  old-age  (retired  worker)  beneficiaries  and 
their  dependents  and  to  survivors  of  deceased  workers.  See  also  Benefit 
(OASDHI). 

Other  money  receipts. — Lump-sum  payments  from  life  insurance,  large  cash 
gift,  proceeds  from  sale  of  a  car  or  other  large  item,  tax  refunds, 
back  pay,  and  awards  for  personal  injury  or  damage. 

Out-of-pocket  expenses. — Direct  payment  for  medical  services  and  supplies 
and  outlays  for  health  insurance  premiums.  Excludes  amounts  paid  by 
relatives  and  care  provided  by  public  or  private  agencies. 

Physician  visits. — Contact  or  consultation  with  a  doctor  either  at  home  or  in 
a  doctor's  office  or  an  outpatient  clinic.  Excludes  visits  to  patients  in 
hospitals;  excludes  telephone  consultations.  Data  obtained  from  house- 
hold population  only. 

Potential  income. — Actual  income  less  income  from  assets  plus  the  portion  of 
asset  holdings  that  would  be  available  for  spending  annually  if  all 
assets  were  prorated  over  the  average  remaining  years  of  life  of  the 
unit,  with  a  4-percent  annual  return. 

Primary  insurance  amount  (PIA). — The  amount,  related  to  the  worker's  aver- 
age monthly  wage,  that  would  be  payable  to  a  retired  worker.  It  is 
also  the  amount  used  as  a  base  for  computing  all  benefits  payable  on 
the  basis  of  an  individual's  earnings  record. 
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Public  income-maintenance  programs. — Public  retirement  benefits  (see  Retire- 
ment benefits),  veterans'  pensions  and  compensation,  public  assistance, 
unemployment  insurance  benefits,  and  workmen's  compensation  bene- 
fits. 

Retirement  benefits: 

Private. — Private  company  employee  pensions  and  union  pensions. 
Public. — OASDHI;  railroad  retirement  benefits;  Federal,  State,  and  local 
government  employee  pensions;  and  military  personnel  pensions. 

Retirement  test. — An  examination  of  earnings  to  determine  eligibility  for 
beneiits.  In  1962,  benefits  paid  to  persons  under  age  72  were  reduced 
by  $1  for  each  $2  earned  between  $1,200  and  $1,700,  and  by  $1  for  each 
$1  earned  in  excess  of  $1,700,  except  that  no  benefit  was  withheld  for 
any  month  in  which  the  person  earned  less  than  $100  or  had  no  sub- 
stantial self -employment. 

Survey : 

Unit. — A  married  couple  living  together,  either  member  of  which  was  aged 
62  or  older  at  the  time  of  the  survey,  or  a  nonmarried  person  (sepa- 
rated, divorced,  widowed,  or  never  married)  who  was  aged  62  or 
over. 

Week. — A  week  in  January  or  February  1963. 
Unit. — Same  as  Survey  unit,  q.v. 
Work: 

Experience. — The  amount  of  full-time  or  part-time  work  in  the  year  or 
period  specified. 

Full-time. — 35  or  more  hours  a  week,  regardless  of  number  of  weeks. 
Full-time,  year-round. — 35  or  more  hours  a  week  for  50-52  weeks  in  a  year. 
Part-time. — Less  than  35  hours  a  week,  regardless  of  number  of  weeks 
worked. 

Regular,  full-time. — 35  or  more  hours  a  week  for  6  months  or  more  within 
a  year. 

Year-round. — 50-52  weeks  of  work  in  a  year. 
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Chapter  2 :    General  characteristics  of  the  aged  population 

2.1.  — Demographic  and  social  characteristics  of  persons  aged  62  and  over, 

by  age,  1963  Survey 

2.2.  — Demographic  and  social  characteristics  of  persons  aged  25  and  over, 

by  age,  1960  Census,  and  of  persons  aged  65  and  over,  1963  Survey 

2.3.  — Demographic  and  social  characteristics  of  persons  aged  65  and  over, 

by  beneficiary  status  and  sex,  1963  Survey 

2.4.  — Percentage  distribution  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  by  demographic 

and  social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status,  sex,  and  age,  1963 
Survey 

2.5.  — Married  couples  aged  62  and  over,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age  of 

husband  and  of  wife,  1963  Survey 

2.6.  — Percentage  distribution  of  husbands  of  specified  ages  by  age  of  wife, 

by  beneficiary  status  of  unit,  1963  Survey 

2.7.  — Percentage  distribution  of  units  aged  65  and  over  by  demographic  and 

social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status,  1963  Survey 

2.8.  — Percentage  distribution  of  units  aged  62  and  over  by  demographic  and 

social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age,  1963  Survey 

2.9.  — Percentage  distribution  of  units  aged  65  and  over  by  demographic  and 

social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status  and  region,  1963  Survey 

Chapter  3:    Income  and  other  money  receipts 

3.1.  — Source  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  income,  by 

source  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.2.  — Median  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Median  income,  by  source 

and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.3.  — Size  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 

units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.4.  — Size  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 

units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status  and  work  experience,  1962 

3.5.  — Size  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 

units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status  and  receipt  of  private  pension 
or  public  assistance,  1962 

3.6.  — Shares  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution 

of  income  by  source,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.7.  — Percent  of  income  by  source  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  by  proportion  of  income  from  source,  by  bene- 
ficiary status,  1962 

3.8.  — Source  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  income,  by 

beneficiary  status,  source,  and  income  group,  1962 

3.9.  — Shares  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution 

of  income  by  source,  by  beneficiary  status  and  income  group,  1962 

3.10.  — Percent  of  income  by  source  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  by  proportion  of  income  from  source,  by  bene- 
ficiary status  and  income  group,  1962- 

3.11.  — Other  money  receipts  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  re- 

ceipts, by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.12.  — Size  of  income  without  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65 

and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income,  1962 

3.13.  — Size  of  retirement  income  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income,  1962 
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3.14.  — Size  of  retirement  income  without  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary 

units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income, 
1962 

3.15.  — Monthly  family  OASDHI  benefit  amount  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65 

and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  benefit  amount,  1962 

3.16.  — Median  total  and  retirement  income  of  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and 

over — Income  w^ith  and  without  OASDHI  benefits,  by  type  of  bene- 
ficiary, 1962 

3.17.  — Source  of  income  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent  with  income,  by 

source,  age,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.18.  — Median  income  by  source  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Median  income, 

by  source,  age,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.19.  — Size  of  income  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 

units  by  income,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.20.  — Shares  of  income  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distribution 

of  income  by  source,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.21.  — Source  of  income  for  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  income, 

by  source  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

3.22.  — Source  of  income  for  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percent  with  income, 

by  source,  age,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

Chapter  4 :    Assets  and  net  worth 

4.1.  — Total  net  worth  and  net  worth  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units 

aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  net  worth,  1962 

4.2.  — Total  assets  and  assets  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units  aged  65  and 

over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  value  of  assets,  by  bene- 
ficiary status,  1962 

4.3.  — Total  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over  with  assets — Percentage  dis- 

tribution of  assets  by  type  of  asset,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.4.  — Equity  in  nonfarm  home  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  dis- 

tribution of  units  by  amount  of  equity,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.5.  — Financial  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution 

of  units  by  value  of  assets,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.6.  — Securities  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units 

by  value  of  securities,  1962 

4.7.  — Liquid  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 

units  by  value  of  assets,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.8.  — Face  value  of  life  insurance  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  by  value  of  insurance,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.9.  — Personal  debts  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 

units  by  amount  of  debt,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.10.  — Total  net  worth  and  net  worth  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units 

aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  positive  net  worth,  and  median 
amount,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.11.  — Total  assets  and  assets  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units  aged  65 

and  over — Percent  with  assets,  and  median  amount,  by  income  group 
and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.12.  — Personal  debts  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  debts,  and 

median  amount,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.13.  — Total  assets  and  personal  debts  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent 

with  assets  and  debts,  and  median  amount,  by  type  of  asset  and  income 
group,  1962 

4.14.  — Total  net  worth  and  net  worth  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units  aged 

62  and  over — Percent  v/ith  positive  net  worth,  and  median  amount,  by 
age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.15.  — Total  assets  and  assets  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units  aged  62 

and  over — Percent  with  assets,  and  median  amount,  by  age  and  bene- 
ficiary status,  1962 
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4.16.  — Financial  assets  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent  with  assets,  and 

median  amount,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.17.  — Personal  debts  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent  with  debts,  and 

median  amount,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

4.18.  — Changes  in  financial  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  by  type  of  change,  by  value  of  assets  and  hos- 
pitalization status,  1962 

4.19.  — Changes  in  financial  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  by  type  of  change,  by  value  of  assets  and  income 
group,  1962 

4.20.  — Changes  in  financial  assets  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  by  type  of  change,  by  value  of  assets  and  age, 
1962 

4.21.  — Comparison  of  assets  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  units  by  value  of  assets,  by  type  of  asset,  1957 
and  1962 

Chapter  5:    Income  with  prorated  assets 

5.1.  — Actual  income  and  income  with  prorated  assets  for  units  aged  65  and 

over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income,  by  homeownership 
and  equity  in  nonfarm  home,  1962 

5.2.  — Actual  income  and  income  with  prorated  assets  for  units  aged  65  and 

over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status 
and  earnings,  1962 

5.3.  — Improvement  in  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over  by  addition  of  pro- 

rated assets — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  extent  of  improve- 
ment, by  beneficiary  status  and  actual  income,  1962 

5.4.  — Median  actual  income  and  income  with  prorated  assets  for  units  aged 

62  and  over — Median  income,  by  age,  equity  in  nonfarm  home,  and 
beneficiary  status,  1962 

Chapter  6 :    Disadvantaged  beneficiaries 

6.1.  — Beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Number,  by  marital  and  entitle- 

ment status,  1962 

6.2.  — Primary  insurance  amount  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  primary  insurance  amount,  by 
marital  and  entitlement  status,  1962 

6.3.  — Primary  insurance  amount  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  marital  and  entitlement  status,  by 
primary  insurance  amount,  1962 

6.4.  — Median  income  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Median  income, 

by  marital  status  and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 

6.5.  — Income  from  earnings  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent 

with  earnings,  by  marital  status  and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 

6.6.  — Retirement  income  other  than  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary  units 

aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  such  income,  and  median  amount,  by 
marital  status  and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 

6.7.  — Retirement  income  other  than  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary  units 

aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  such  income  from  specified  sources, 
by  marital  status  and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 

6.8.  — "Less  than  adequate"  income  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percent  with  such  income,  by  marital  status  and  primary  insurance 
amount,  1962 

6.9.  — Public  assistance  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  re- 

ceiving assistance,  by  marital  status  and  primary  insurance  amount, 
1962 

6.10.  — Income  for  widowed  beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  dis- 

tribution of  widows  by  income,  by  type  of  benefit,  1962 

6.11.  — Income  other  than  retirement  benefits  for  widowed  beneficiaries  aged 

65  and  over — Percent  with  such  income  from  specified  sources,  by  tvpe 
of  benefit,  1962 
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6.12.  — Income  from  assets  for  widowed  beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over — Per- 

centage distribution  of  widows  by  income  from  assets,  by  type  of  bene- 
fit, 1962 

6.13.  — Net  worth  of  widowed  beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  dis- 

tribution of  widows  by  net  worth,  by  type  of  benefit,  1962 

6.14.  — Monthly  OASDHI  benefit  amount  for  widowed  beneficiaries  aged  65 

and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  widows  by  benefit  amount,  bv 
type  of  benefit,  1962 

6.15.  — Beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units 

by  marital  and  entitlement  status,  1957  and  1962 

6.16.  — Median  income  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Median  income, 

by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 

6.17.  — Median  income  other  than  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary  units  aged 

65  and  over— Median  income,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 
6.18 — Median  amount  of  financial  assets  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and 
over — Median  amount,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 

6.19.  — Homeownership  of  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with 

owned  home,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 

6.20.  — Median  monthly  OASDHI  benefit  amount  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65 

and  over— Median  benefit,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 

6.21.  — Public  assistance  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent 

receiving  assistance,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 

Chapter  7 :    Work  and  earnings 

7.1.  — Persons  with  work  experience — Persons  aged  65  and  over  with  work 

experience  as  percent  of  all  persons  aged  14  and  over  with  work  ex- 
perience, 1950,  1960,  and  1962 

7.2.  — Labor-force  status  of  persons  aged  60  and  over — Percent  in  labor 

force,  employed,  and  at  work  full  time,  by  age,  1960 

7.3.  — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percent  with  work 

experience,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.4.  — Mean  earnings  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Earnings,  by  work  ex- 

perience, age,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.5.  — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  persons  by  beneficiary  status,  by  age,  1962 

7.6.  — Work  experience  and  mean  earnings  of  persons  aged  65  to  72 — Per- 

cent with  work  experience  and  earnings,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.7.  — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution 

of  persons  by  work  experience,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.8.  — Mean  earnings  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Earnings,  by  work  ex- 

perience and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.9.  — Type  of  employment  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  dis- 

tribution of  persons  by  type  of  employment,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.10.  — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Number  and  percent 

with  work  experience,  by  marital  status  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.11.  — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  work 

experience,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.12.  — Mean  earnings  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Earnings,  by  work  ex- 

perience, income  group,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.13.  — Mean  earnings  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Earnings,  by  color  and 

beneficiary  status,  1962 

7.14.  — Earnings  of  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  earnings 

and  median  earnings,  by  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 

7.15.  — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  18  to  64  and  65  and  over — Percent 

with  work  experience,  by  age,  1950,  1957,  1960,  and  1962 

7.16.  — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  work  ex- 

perience, by  beneficiary  status,  1957  and  1962 

7.17.  — Earnings  of  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  earn- 

ings, mean  earnings,  and  earnings  as  percent  of  total  income,  1957  and 
1962 
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Chapter  8 :    Retirement  patterns 

8.1.  — Retirement  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent  retired,  by  measure 

of  retirement,  1962  or  1963 

8.2.  — Retirement  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  who  worked  full  time  within 

preceding  5  years — Percent  retired,  by  previous  occupation  and  bene- 
ficiary status,  1962 

8.3.  — Change  in  occupation  of  partially  retired  men  aged  62  and  over — Per- 

centage distribution  of  men  by  current  occupation,  by  previous  full- 
time  occupation,  1962 

8.4.  — Retirement  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  who  retired  since  1957 — Per- 

centage distribution  of  persons  by  reason  for  retirement,  by  type  of 
employment  and  beneficiary  status,  1963 

8.5.  — Retirement  of  beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution 

of  persons  by  reason  for  retirement  given  in  1951  and  1963  surveys 

8.6.  — Plans  to  retire  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  employed  full  time  in  1962 

— Percentage  distribution  of  persons  by  reason  for  plans,  by  bene- 
ficiary status,  1963 

8.7.  — Work  plans  for  1963  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  employed  full  time 

in  1962 — Percentage  distribution  of  persons  by  plan,  by  age  and 
beneficiary  status,  1963 

8.8.  — Work  plans  for  1963  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  not  at  work  in  sur- 

vey week — Percentage  distribution  of  persons  by  plan,  by  age,  health, 
and  beneficiary  status,  1963 

8.9.  — Retirement  of  persons  aged  62  to  64  who  retired  since  1957 — Percent- 

age distribution  of  persons  by  previous  occupation,  by  beneficiary 
status,  1963 

8.10.  — Retirement  from  labor  force  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percent  not 

in  labor  force  in  survey  week  and  percent  not  at  work,  by  age  and 
beneficiary  status,  1963 

8.11.  — Labor-force  status  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  persons  by  labor-force  status,  by  age,  date  of  last  regular  full- 
time  job,  and  beneficiary  status,  1963 

Chapter  9:    Utilization  of  health  services 

9.1.  — Utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Per- 

cent receiving  care  and  average  length  of  stay,  by  hospital  insurance 
status  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

9.2.  — Utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Per- 

cent receiving  care,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

9.3.  — Utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — 

Percent  receiving  care,  by  public  assistance  status  and  beneficiary 
status,  1962 

9.4.  — Utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  62  and  over — Per- 

cent receiving  care,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

9.5.  — Stays  in  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  persons  hospitalized  by  number  of  stays,  by  hospital 
insurance  status  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

9.6.  — Stays  in  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  persons  hospitalized  by  number  of  stays,  by  age  and 
beneficiary  status,  1962 

9.7.  — Utilization  rates  for  persons  aged  65  and  over  in  short-stay  hospitals — 

Discharges,  hospital  days  per  1,000  persons,  and  average  length  of 
stay,  by  hospital  insurance  status  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

9.8.  — Utilization  rates  for  pai^sons  aged  62  and  over  in  short-stay  hospitals 

— Discharges,  hospital  days  per  1,000  persons,  and  average  length  of 
stay,  by  hospital  insurance  status,  age,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

9.9.  — Length  of  stay  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  in  short-stay  hospitals — 

Percentage  distribution  of  discharges  by  length  of  stay,  by  age,  1962 
9.10. — Utilization  of  long-stay  medical  facil'ties  by  persons  aged  62  and  over 
— Percent  receiving  care,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 
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9.11.  — Visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  beneficiary 
status,  1962 

9.12.  — Visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  income  group 
and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

9.13.  — Visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  health  status 
and  age,  1962 

9.14.  — Visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  age  and  bene- 
ficiary status,  1962 

9.15.  — Adequacy  of  visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by 
beneficiary  status,  1962 

9.16.  — Adequacy  of  visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Per- 

centage distribution  of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits, 
by  income  group,  1962 

Chapter  10 :    The  cost  of  medical  care 

10.1.  — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

10.2.  — Type  of  medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  costs  by  type  of  service,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

10.3.  — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  dis- 

tribution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status  and  hospitalization 
status,  1962 

10.4.  — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  dis- 

tribution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status  and  health  insurance 
status,  1962 

10.5.  — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  units  by  costs,  by  income  group,  1962 

10.6.  — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  dis- 

tribution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age,  1962 

10.7.  — Short-stay-hospital  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

10.8.  — Short-stay-hospital  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  units  by  costs,  by  health  insurance  status,  1962 

10.9.  — Short-stay-hospital  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  units  by  costs,  by  income  group,  1962 

10.10.  — Short-stay-hospital  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  units  by  costs,  by  age,  1962 

10.11.  — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  of  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

10.12.  — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  of  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense,  by  hospitalization  status, 
1962 

10.13.  — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  of  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense,  by  health  insurance  status, 
1962 

10.14.  — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  of  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense,  by  income  group,  1962 

10.15.  — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  as  percent  of  income  of  units 

aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense  as  per- 
cent of  income,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

10.16.  — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  as  percent  of  income  of  units 

aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense  as  per- 
cent of  income,  by  hospitalization  status,  1962 

10.17.  — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  as  percent  of  income  of  units 

aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense  as  per- 
cent of  income,  by  income  group,  1962 
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Chapter  11 :    Health  insurance  coverage  and  premiums 

11.1.  — Health  insurance  coverage  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent 

covered,  by  type  of  insurance  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

11.2.  — Health  insurance  coverage  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent 

covered,  by  employment  status,  type  of  insurance,  and  beneficiary 
status,  1962 

11.3.  — Health  insurance  coverage  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percent  cov- 

ered, by  age,  type  of  insurance,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

11.4.  — Health  insurance  coverage  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with 

insurance,  by  health  status  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

11.5.  — Health  insurance  coverage  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with 

insurance,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

11.6.  — Health  insurance  coverage  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with 

insurance,  by  size  of  community  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

11.7.  — Annual  health  insurance  premium  paid  by  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  amount  of  premium,  by  beneficiary 
status,  1962 

11.8.  — Annual  health  insurance  premium  paid  by  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  amount  of  premium,  by  income 
group,  1962 

11.9.  — Annual  health  insurance  pre;Tiium  paid  by  units  aged  62  and  over — 

Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  amount  of  premium,  by  age,  1962 

11.10.  — Contributors  to  health  insurance  premium  for  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percent  of  units  receiving  payments,  by  source  of  payment  and  bene- 
ficiary status,  1962 

11.11.  — Contributors  to  health  insurance  premium  for  units  aged  62  and  over 

— Percent  of  units  receiving  payments,  by  source  of  payment  and  age, 
1962 

11.12.  — Reason  for  not  having  health  insurance  by  units  aged  65  and  over — 

Percent  of  units,  by  reason  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

11.13.  — Hospital  bills  paid  by  insurance  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  in  short-stay  hospitals  by  percent  of  bill  paid,  by 
beneficiary  status,  1962 

11.14.  — Hospital  bills  paid  by  insurance  of  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  in  short-stay  hospitals  by  percent  of  bill  paid,  by 
age,  1962 

Chapter  12:    Living  arrangements 

12.1.  — Living  arrangements  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  units  by  type  of  arrangement,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.2.  — Living  arrangements  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 

tion of  units  by  type  of  arrangement,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status, 
1962 

12.3.  — Units  aged  62  and  over  with  living  children — Percent  of  units  with 

living  children  and  living  with  children,  by  age,  marital  history,  and 
beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.4.  — Proximity  of  nearest  child  for  units  aged  62  and  over  with  living 

children — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  presence  of  children,  by 
age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.5.  — Units  aged  62  and  over  living  with  relatives — Percent  of  units,  by  age, 

type  of  relative,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.6.  — Place  of  residence  of  units  aged  62  and  over  living  with  relatives — 

Percent  of  units,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.7.  — Homeownership  of  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent  who  were  home- 

owners, by  age,  living  arrangement,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.8.  — Length  of  residence  in  community  of  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  units  by  years  in  community,  by  age  and  bene- 
ficiary status,  1962 
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12.9. — Length  of  residence  in  dwelling  of  units  aged  65  and  over  and  of 
homeowners — Percentage  distribution  of  units  and  homeowners  by 
years  in  dwelling,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.10.  — Length  of  residence  in  community  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  units  by  years  in  community,  by  income  group  and 
beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.11.  — Short-  and  long-term  residence  in  community  of  units  aged  65  and 

over — Percent  of  units,  by  place  of  residence  and  beneficiary  status, 
1962 

12.12.  — Inconie  and  living  arrangements  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  units  by  living  arrangement,  by  income  group  and 
beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.13.  — Income  and  presence  of  children  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent 

of  units  with  living  children  and  living  with  children,  by  age,  income 
group,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

12.14.  — Income  and  living  arrangements  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 

age distribution  of  units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status,  unit  and 
family  income,  and  living  arrangement,  1962 

12.15.  — Income  and  living  arrangements  of  units  aged  62  to  64 — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status,  unit  and  family 
income,  and  living  arrangement,  1962 

12.16.  — Income  and  living  arrangements  of  homeowner  units  aged  65  and  over 

— Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status, 
unit  and  family  income,  and  living  arrangement,  1962 

12.17.  — Difference  between  unit  and  family  income  of  units  aged  62  and  over 

and  of  homeowners  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units 
living  with  relatives,  by  difference  between  unit  and  family  income,  by 
age  and  unit  income,  1962 

12.18.  — Family  income  by  unit  income  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Units  liv- 

ing with  relatives,  by  beneficiary  status  and  income,  1962 

12.19.  — Income  of  units  aged  65  and  over  reporting  poor  health — Percentage 

distribution  of  units  by  unit  and  family  income,  by  living  arrangement, 
1962 

12.20.  — Financial  assets  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 

units  by  value  of  assets,  by  beneficiary  status  and  living  arrangement, 
1962 

12.21.  — Changes  in  financial  assets  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  dis- 

tribution of  units  by  type  of  change,  by  living  arrangement,  1962 

12.22.  — Assistance  from  persons  outside  household  for  units  aged  62  and  over 

— Percent  of  units  receiving  assistance,  by  age,  type  and  amount  of 
assistance,  income  group,  and  living  arrangement,  1962 

12.23.  — Contributions  for  support  and  large  gifts  to  persons  outside  household 

made  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by 
regularity  of  contribution  and  by  whether  making  large  gift,  by  living 
arrangement,  1962 

12.24 — Contributions  for  support  and  large  gifts  to  persons  outside  household 
made  by  units  aged  65  and  over  with  and  without  living  children — 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  regularity  of  contribution  and  by 
whether  making  large  gift,  1962 

Chapter  13:    Food  and  housing  expenditures 

13.1.  — Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65 

and  over  living  alone — Expenditures,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 

13.2.  — ^Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and 

over  living  alone — ^Expenditures,  by  beneficiary  status  and  income 
group,  1962 

13.3.  — Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  62  and 

over  living  alone — Expenditures,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age,  1962 

13.4.  — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 

aged  65  and  over  living  alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by 
ratio,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 
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13.5.  — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 

aged  65  and  over  living  alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by 
ratio,  by  beneficiary  status  and  income  group,  1962 

13.6.  — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 

aged  62  and  over  living  alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by 
ratio,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age,  1962 

13.7.  — Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and 

over  living  alone — Expenditures,  by  tenure  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

13.8.  — Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and 

over  living  alone — Expenditures,  by  tenure  and  income  group,  1962 

13.9.  — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 

aged  65  and  over  living  alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by 
ratio,  by  tenure,  1962 

13.10.  — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 

aged  65  and  over  living  alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by 
ratio,  by  tenure  and  income  group,  1962 

13.11.  — Food  expense  of  units  aged  65  and  over  living  alone — Average  ex- 

penditure and  percent  spending  less  than  $300  per  person,  by  source 
of  food,  residence,  and  tenure,  1962 

13.12.  — Food  expense  of  farm  and  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and  over  living 

alone — Average  expenditure  and  percent  spending  less  than  $300  per 
person,  by  source  of  food  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 

13.13.  — Food  expense  of  farm  and  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and  over  living 

alone — Average  expenditure  and  percent  spending  less  than  $300  per 
person,  by  source  of  food  and  income  group,  1962 

13.14.  — Per  capita  food  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and  over  living 

alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expenditure,  by  beneficiary 
status,  1962 

13.15.  — Per  capita  food  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  62  and  over  living 

alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expenditure,  by  beneficiary 
status  and  age,  1962 
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Table  2.1. — Demographic  and  social  characteristics  of  persons  aged  62  and  over,  by 
age,  1963  Survey 


Characteristic 

Aged  62  and  over 

Aged  65  and  over 

XT  U 

(thousands) 

■vr  K 
IN  iiniDGr 

(thousands) 

Percent 

Total  persons. 

21,759 

100 

17,470 

100 

Sex 

Male.                       _      .             _  .  

9,792 

45 

7,763 

44 

11,967 

55 

9,706 

56 

Age 

62-64  years.. 

4  290 

20 

65-72  years     .        _     .  .. 

9  487 

44 

9  487 

54 

73  years  and  over.        _  . 

7  983 

37 

7  983 

46 

71 

72 

Color 

White  

19,942 

92 

16  093 

92 

Nonwhite   _  

l!817 

8 

l!377 

3 

Jj^OLTxtcit  status 

Married,  spouse  present  _             .  _ 

11,841 

54 

8,739 

50 

7,632 

35 

6,877 

39 

606 

3 

477 

3 

Married,  spouse  absent 

154 

1 

108 

1 

1 ,526 

7 

1  268 

7 

Labor-force  status 

4,709 

22 

2,766 

16 

17,051 

78 

14,704 

84 

Beneficiary  status 

70 

13,852 

64 

12,205 

7,906 

36 

5,264 

30 

Years  of  school  completed 

12,395 

57 

10,171 

58 

5,221 

24 

3,936 

23 

2,306 

11 

1,748 

10 

1,837 

8 

1,615 

9 

1  Includes  persons  not  reporting  on  labor-force  status. 
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Table  2.2. — Demographic  and  social  characteristics  of  persons  aged  25  and  over,  by 
age,  1960  Census,  and  of  persons  aged  65  and  over,  1963  Survey 


1960  Census 

1963  Survey 

Aged  25-44 

Aged  45-64 

Aged  85  and 

Aged  65  and 

Characteristic 

over 

over 

Number 

Per- 

Number 

Per- 

Number 

Per- 

Number 

Per- 

(thou- 

cent 

(thou- 

cent 

(thou- 

(thou- 

cent 

sands) 

sands) 

sands) 

sands) 

Total  persons 

46,898 



100 

—  

36  333 

100 

16,207 

100 

17.470 

100 

Sex 

Male 

22,913 

49 

17,709 

49 

7,309 

45 

7,763 

44 

Female 

23,985 

51 

18,624 

51 

8,898 

55 

9,706 

56 

Color 

White  

41 ,725 

89 

32,897 

91 

14,959 

92 

16  093 

92 

Nonwhite  .  _             .  . 

5,' 173 

11 

3, '436 

9 

1,248 

8 

1,377 

8 

Marital  status 

Married,  spouse  present 

38,432 

82 

27,603 

76 

7,984 

49 

8,739 

50 

Widowed 

588 

1 

3,303 

9 

6,032 

37 

6,877 

39 

Divorced  or  separated 

2,374 

5 

2,002 

6 

549 

3 

477 

3 

Married,  spouse  absent 

993 

2 

685 

2 

325 

2 

108 

1 

Never  married.  _ 

4,509 

10 

2,741 

8 

1,318 

8 

1,268 

7 

Labor-force  status  ^ 

Emploved     _           _  ... 

29,123 

63 

22,416 

62 

2,985 

18 

2,766 

17 

Unemployed^, 

1,347 

3 

1,026 

3 

162 

1 

376 

2 

Not  in  labor  force  _     .           .  . 

15,686 

34 

12,826 

35 

13,058 

81 

13,356 

81 

^  Base  excludes  Armed  Forces  and  persons  not  reporting  on  labor-force  status. 
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Table  2.3. — Demographic  and  social  characteristics  of  persons  aged  65  and  over,  by 
beneficiary  status  and  sex,  1963  Survey 


Beneficiary  status  and  characteristic 


TOTAL 


Total  persons. 


65-72  years  

73  years  and  over.. 

Median  age  (years). 


Age 


White  

Nonwhite. 


Color 


Marital  status 


Married,  spouse  present. 

Widowed  

Divorced  or  separated. . 
Married,  spouse  absent. 
Never  married  


Employed  

Not  employed 


Labor-force  status 


Beneficiaries- 
Nonbeneficiaries. 


Beneficiary  status 


Years  of  school  completed 


8  years  or  less  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more. 
Not  reported  


BENEFICIARIES 

Total  persons  

Age 


65-72  years  

73  years  and  over.. 

Median  age  (years)- 


White  

Nonwhite- 


Color 


Marital  status 


Married,  spouse  present. 

Widowed  

Divorced  or  separated.. 
Married,  spouse  absent.. 
Never  married  


Employed  

Not  employed 


Labor-force  status 


Years  of  school  completed 


8  years  or  less  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more. 
Not  reported  


Total 


Number 
(thou- 
sands) 


17,470 


9,487 
7,983 


72.4 


16,093 
1,377 


8,739 
6,877 
477 
108 
1,268 


2,766 
14,704 


12,205 
5,264 


10,171 
3,936 
1,748 
1,615 


12,205 


Per- 
cent 


6,952 
5,252 


72.0 


11,403 
800 


6,820 
4,325 

297 
49 

712 


1,781 
10,424 


7,346 
2,801 
1,235 
822 


100 


92 


100 


Men 


Numbe 
(thou- 
sands) 


7,763 


4,342 
3,421 


72.2 
7,077 


5,361 
1,547 

268 
57 

530 


1,875 
5,888 


5,716 
2,047 


4,831 
1,557 
758 
618 


5,716 


56 
35 
2 

(') 


3,101 
2,615 


72.4 


5,296 
419 


4,117 
1,095 

168 
33 

302 


1,156 
4,560 


3,687 
1,153 
524 
351 


Per- 
cent 


100 


91 


100 


54 


20 


Women 


Numbe 
(thou- 
sands) 


3,659 
1,648 
711 
471 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  2.3. — 'Demographic  and  social  characteristics  of  persons  aged  65  and  over,  by 
beneficiary  status  and  sex,  1963  Survey — ^Continued 


Beneficiary  status  and  characteristic 


Total 


Number 
(thou- 
sands) 


Per- 
cent 


Men 


Number 
(thou- 
sands) 


Per- 
cent 


Women 


Number 
(thou- 
sands) 


NONBENEFICIARIES 

Total  persons  

Age 


65-72  years  

73  years  and  over.. 

Median  age  (years) . 


White  

Nonwhite. 


Color 


Marital  status 


Married,  spouse  present. 

Widowed  

Divorced  or  separated. _ 
Married,  spouse  absent. 
Never  married  


Employed  

Not  employed 


Labor-force  status 


Years  of  school  completed 


8  years  or  less  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more. 
Not  reported  


5,264 


2,535 
2,729 


(') 


4,687 
577 


1,918 
2,552 

179 
59 

556 


985 
4,279 


2,825 
1,035 
513 
794 


100 


2,047 


100 


1,241 
806 

71.6 


1,780 
267 


1,244 
452 
99 
24 
228 


791 
1,328 


1,144 
404 
233 
267 


'  Includes  persons  not  reporting  on  labor-force  status. 
'  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
'  More  than  73  years. 


278 


THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


Table  2.4. — Percentage  distribution  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  by  demographic  and 
social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status,  sex,  and  age,  1963  Survey 


Beneficiary  status  and 
characteristic 


Total 

Men 

Women 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

62-64 

65-72 

73  and 

62-64 

65-72 

73  and 

62-64 

65-72 

73  and 

over 

over 

over 

% ,  zyu 

/ ,  yoo 

z ,  uzy 

Q    /I  Ol 
O  ,  4Z1 

2 , 261 

5 , 146 

4 , 562 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

90 

91 

93 

88 

91 

91 

91 

92 

94 

10 

9 

12 

9 

9 

9 

8 

6 

72 

59 

39 

81 

75 

61 

64 

46 

23 

18 

30 

50 

7 

13 

28 

27 

44 

67 

3 

3 

2 

4 

4 

3 

2 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

6 

7 

8 

6 

7 

7 

6 

7 

8 

45 

oi 

y 

ol 

15 

26 

13 

5 

55 

79 

91 

33 

69 

85 

74 

87 

95 

38 

73 

66 

24 

71 

76 

51 

75 

58 

62 

27 

34 

76 

29 

24 

49 

25 

42 

52 

59 

58 

52 

DZ 

63 

52 

56 

54 

30 

25 

20 

28 

22 

17 

32 

27 

22 

13 

11 

9 

14 

10 

9 

13 

11 

9 

5 

6 

13 

6 

6 

10 

4 

6 

15 

1 ,  d4d 

6 , 952 

5 , 252 

483 

3 , 101 

2,615 

1 , 163 

3,851 

2,637 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

90 

93 

94 

85 

92 

93 

92 

93 

96 

10 

7 

6 

15 

8 

7 

8 

7 

4 

68 

61 

49 

75 

77 

67 

66 

49 

31 

25 

30 

43 

10 

14 

26 

31 

43 

60 

3 

3 

2 

7 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

/■2^ 
KV 

\) 

2 

fT\ 

(v 

1 

(^) 

2 

6 

6 

6 

6 

5 

1 

6 

7 

18 

16 

12 

24 

22 

18 

16 

12 

6 

82 

84 

88 

76 

78 

82 

84 

88 

94 

59 

61 

59 

65 

65 

64 

57 

58 

55 

30 

24 

21 

24 

22 

19 

32 

27 

23 

7 

10 

11 

6 

8 

10 

8 

11 

11 

4 

5 

9 

6 

5 

7 

3 

5 

11 

TOTAL 
Number  (thousands). 

Total  percent  

Color 


White  

Nonwhite . 


Marital  status 


Married,  spouse  present. 

Widowed  

Divorced  or  separated.  _ 
Married,  spouse  absent. 
Never  married  


Labor-force  status 


Employed  

Not  employed 


Beneficiary  status 


Beneficiaries  

Nonbeneficiaries . 


Years  of  school  completed 


8  years  or  less  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more. 
Not  reported  


BENEFICIARIES 
Number  (thousands)  . 

Total  percent  

Color 


White  

Nonwhite. 


Marital  status 


Married,  spouse  present- 
Widowed  

Divorced  or  separated.. 
Married,  spouse  absent- 
Never  married  


Labor-force  status 


Employed  

Not  employed 


Years  of  school  completed 


8  years  or  less  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more. 
Not  reported  


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  2.4. — Percentage  distribution  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  by  demographic  and 
social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status,  sex,  and  age,  1963  Survey — Continued 


characteristic 

Total 

Men 

Women 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73  and 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73  and 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73  and 

NONBENEFICIARIES 

Number  (thousands) 

2,642 

2,535 

2,729 

1,545 

1,241 

806 

1,097 

1,294 

1,923 

Total  percent         __  _ 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Color 

White.   

89 

87 

91 

89 

88 

86 

90 

87 

93 

Nonwhite 

11 

13 

9 

11 

12 

14 

10 

13 

7 

J^fdvital  status 

Married,  spouse  present    _  _  _ 

75 

53 

21 

83 

72 

44 

63 

36 

11 

Wi  doAved 

13 

31 

65 

6 

13 

36 

23 

48 

77 

Divorced  or  separated 

3 

5 

2 

3 

5 

4' 

3 

4 

1 

Married,  spouse  absent 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Never  married  

8 

10 

11 

6 

9 

14 

11 

11 

10 

Labor-force  status 

Employed 

62 

36 

♦  3 

80 

55 

5 

37 

17 

2 

Not  employed  ' 

38 

64 

97 

20 

45 

95 

63 

83 

98 

Years  of  school  completed 

8  years  or  less                  _      .  _ 

47 

53 

54 

48 

53 

60 

46 

52 

52 

9-12  years 

30 

25 

18 

29 

24 

13 

31 

26 

21 

13  years  or  more 

17 

13 

6 

16 

15 

7 

18 

12 

6 

Not  reported. 

6 

9 

21 

7 

8 

20 

5 

10 

21 

Includes  persons  not  reporting  on  labor-force  status. 
Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  2.5. — Married  couples  aged  62  and  over,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age  of 
husband  and  of  wife,  1963  Survey 


[In  thousands] 


Age  of  wife 

Beneficiary  status  and  age  of  husband 

Total 

Less 

65  and  over 

than  62 

62-64 

Total 

65-72 

73  and 

over 

Total 

Total  

7,227 

2,398 

1,452 

3,378 

2,348 

1,030 

Less  than  62   _   

216 

132 

84 

79 

5 

62-64  

1,650 

1,117 

394 

140 

138 

2 

65  and  over.   

5,361 

1,281 

926 

3,154 

2,131 

1,023 

o  ,  ^DO 

742 

1,467 

1,354 

114 

73  and  over.  

2,095 

224 

184 

1 ,686 

779 

912 

. 

Ij6n6JlCtCiTt€S 

Total 

4,789 

1,140 

897 

2  753 

1  Q9A 
I  ,  t)Z% 

OOU 

Less  than  62            _    ...   

88 

44 

44 

40 

4 

62-64  

420 

227 

119 

75 

73 

2 

65  and  over ._  

4,281 

913 

734 

2,634 

1,811 

824 

65-72  

2,499 

734 

558 

1,207 

1,105 

101 

73  and  over  

1,782 

178 

176 

1,428 

705 

721 

Nonbeneficiaries 

Total  

2,439 

1,258 

555 

625 

425 

201 

Less  than  62  ._  .  

128 

88 

40 

39 

2 

62-64  

1,231 

890 

275 

65 

65 

65  and  over  .   

1,080 

368 

192 

520 

321 

199 

65-72  

766 

327 

182 

260 

249 

12 

73  and  over    

315 

46 

10 

260 

73 

187 

Table  2.6. — Percentage  distribution  of  husbands  of  specified  ages  by  age  of  wife,  by 
beneficiary  status  of  unit,  1963  Survey 


Age  of  husband 

Total 

Beneficiaries 

Nonbeneficiaries 

Age  of  wife 

Age  of  wife 

Age  of  wife 

Total 

Total 

Total 

Un- 

62- 

65 

Un- 

62- 

65 

Un- 

62- 

65 

der 

64 

and 

der 

64 

and 

der 

64 

and 

62 

over 

62 

over 

62 

over 

Under  65.. _  ...   

100 

60 

28 

12 

100 

45 

32 

23 

100 

65 

27 

8 

Under  62  

100 

61 

39 

100 

50 

50 

100 

69 

31 

62-64  

100 

68 

24 

8 

100 

54 

28 

18 

100 

72 

22 

5 

65  and  over            . . 

100 

24 

17 

59 

100 

21 

17 

62 

100 

34 

18 

48 

65-69  

100 

38 

26 

37 

100 

35 

26 

39 

100 

44 

26 

29 

70-72  

100 

21 

17 

62 

100 

19 

17 

64 

100 

33 

15 

51 

73  and  74  

100 

15 

18 

67 

100 

15 

20 

65 

100 

16 

8 

77 

75-79  

100 

10 

6 

84 

100 

9 

6 

85 

100 

19 

2 

79 

80-84  

100 

5 

3 

91 

100 

4 

3 

93 

100 

9 

3 

88 

85  and  over.   . 

100 

9 

3 

89 

100 

8 

4 

88 

100 

89 
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Table  2.7. — Percentage  distribution  of  units  aged  65  and  over  by  demographic  and 
social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status,  1963  Survey 


Characteristic 


Married  couples 


Nonmarried  men 


B6D6fi- 

Bcncfi- 

B6n6fi- 

Non- 

Total 

cisiri  6S 

Deneti- 

Total 

Cl£iri6S 

beneti- 

T  +  1 
otal 

Cl£Lri6S 

ciaries 

cianes 

Cl£Lri6S 

5,445 

4,325 

1,120 

2,402 

1,599 

803 

6,329 

3,786 

2,543 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1  no 

42 

38 

57 

28 

27 

31 

28 

33 

20 

20 

21 

15 

16 

18 

13 

16 

19 

13 

12 

13 

7 

10 

12 

6 

11 

14 

8 

18 

20 

10 

20 

21 

18 

21 

21 

Q 

g 

15 

15 

16 

15 

10 

22 

3 

2 

5 

J  J 

7 

17 

g 

17 

71 .3 

71 .8 

69  4 

74. 1 

73 .8 

75  1 

74  0 

72 .7 

77  % 

92 

93 

89 

fiQ 

91 

Q9 

yu 

g 

7 

J  J 

9 

16 

g 

■  g 

10 

25 

24 

28 

27 

30 

19 

29 

32 

25 

29 

30 

23 

33 

32 

34 

30 

31 

28 

31 

30 

36 

27 

22 

35 

28 

24 

34 

15 

15 

14 

14 

14 

12 

13 

14 

65 

66 

64 

65 

69 

57 

74 

78 

68 

32 

33 

31 

36 

40 

29 

36 

39 

32 

17 

17 

16 

15 

16 

13 

20 

21 

18 

16 

16 

17 

14 

13 

15 

18 

18 

18 

25 

25 

26 

29 

26 

34 

21 

18 

26 

10 

10 

10 

7 

6 

8 

5 

4 

6 

36 

37 

33 

39 

39 

38 

29 

27 

32 

26 

27 

22 

22 

23 

19 

23 

27 

18 

22 

22 

24 

15 

17 

11 

24 

25 

22 

11 

10 

15 

7 

7 

7 

10 

11 

8 

4 

3 

5 

18 

14 

26 

14 

10 

20 

Nonmarried  women 


Number 

(thousands)  

Total  percent  

Age 

65-69  years  

70-72  years  

73  and  74  years  

75-79  years  

80-84  years  

85  years  and  over  

Median  age  {years)  

Color 

White  

Nonwhite  

Region 

Northeast  

North  Central  

South  

West  

Residence 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  

Years  of  school  completed 

Less  than  8  years  

8  years  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more  

Not  reported  


Characteristic  of  head  of  unit. 
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Table  2.8. — Percentage  distribution  of  units  aged  62  and  over  by  demographic  and 
socjal  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age,  1963  Survey 


Total 

Beneficiaries 

Nonbeneficiaries 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

62-64 

65-72 

73  and 

62-64 

65-72 

73  and 

62-64 

65-72 

73  and 

over 

over 

over 

1,782 

3,344 

2,101 

464 

2,540 

1,785 

1,319 

804 

316 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

90 

92 

93 

87 

93 

93 

92 

89 

87 

10 

8 

7 

13 

7 

7 

8 

11 

13 

26 

26 

24 

16 

24 

25 

29 

32 

19 

33 

28 

30 

32 

29 

32 

34 

24 

21 

29 

32 

30 

39 

32 

27 

25 

33 

43 

13 

14 

16 

14 

15 

16 

12 

12 

17 

67 

65 

66 

57 

64 

68 

71 

69 

52 

39 

33 

31 

24 

32 

33 

31 

35 

21 

20 

17 

18 

17 

16 

18 

22 

17 

14 

17 

16 

17 

16 

15 

17 

18 

17 

17 

22 

25 

25 

31 

26 

23 

19 

22 

37 

11 

10 

9 

13 

10 

9 

10 

9 

11 

37S- 

1,077 

1,325 

123 

724 

875 

256 

353 

450 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

79 

88 

89 

87 

90 

92 

75 

85 

84 

21 

12 

11 

13 

10 

8 

25 

15 

16 

23 

28 

26 

18 

30 

31 

25 

22 

16 

35 

34 

32 

37 

33 

32 

34 

36 

33 

26 

29 

25 

28 

27 

19 

24 

31 

38 

17 

10 

16 

16 

10 

18 

17 

11 

13 

76 

65 

64 

84 

66 

71 

72 

64 

52 

47 

40 

33 

48 

41 

39 

46 

37 

23 

15 

13 

17 

15 

12 

19 

16 

15 

11 

14 

13 

14 

22 

13 

13 

10 

11 

18 

16 

29 

29 

11 

30 

22 

18 

26 

41 

8 

6 

7 

5 

4 

7 

9 

10 

7 

Characteristic  ^ 


MARRIED  COUPLES 


Number 

(thousands)  _ . 


Total  percent. 


Color 


White - 
Nonwhite  

Region 

Northeast  

North  Central  

South  

West  

Residence 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  

NONMARRIED  MEN 

Number 

(thousands)  


Total  percent - 


Color 


White. 
Nonwhite  

Region 

Northeast  

North  Central  

South  

West  

Residence 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  


1  Characteristic  of  head 


of  unit. 
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Table  2.8. — Percentage  distribution  of  units  aged  62  and  over  by  demographic  and 
social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age,  1963  Survey — Continued 


Total 

Beneficiaries 

Nonbeneficiaries 

Characteristic  > 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73  and 
over 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73  and 
over 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73  and 
over 

JNUJN  MAKKllliJJ 
WUMlljJN 

Number 

(thousands)  

809 

2 , 797 

3 , 531 

401 

1 , 969 

1 , 871 

40/ 

828 

Total  percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Color 

White  

89 

90 

94 
6 

90 

93 

96 

89 

QA 

OQ 

Nonwhite..   

11 

10 

10 

7 

4 

11 

14 

7 

Region 

JNortneast 

28 

28 

29 

29 

34 

29 

07 
Zl 

OA 

JNortn  L-entral 

24 

29 

30 

24 

30 

32 

24 

26 

29 

South  .    _           _  _ 

32 

29 

27 

32 

26 

21 

33 

37 

33 

West  

16 

14 

14 

17 

15 

12 

14 

10 

15 

Residence 

Urban.  _           _  .  _ 

73 

75 

72 

74 

76 

79 

72 

74 

65 

Central  city. 

79 

40 

33 

37 

40 

37 

40 

41 

27 

Urban  fringe 

20 

18 

21 

21 

18 

24 

18 

19 

18 

Other  urban 

15 

17 

19 

16 

18 

18 

14 

14 

20 

Rural  nonfarm 

22 

20 

22 
6 

21 

19 

17 

23 

22 

28 

Rural  farm         _ .  _ 

5 

5 

5 

5 

4 

4 

4 

7 

1  Characteristic  of  head  of  unit. 
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Table  2.9. — Percentage  distribution  of  units  aged  65  and  over  by  demographic  and 
social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status  and  region,  1963  Survey 


Region  and 
characteristic 


Married  couples 


Nonmarried  men 


Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

cid«ri6S 

1,368 

1,054 

313 

644 

489 

153 

1,831 

1,197 

633 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

41 

34 

66 

31 

28 

41 

27 

30 

22 

22 

24 

15 

15 

17 

11 

16 

17 

14 

10 

12 

5 

9 

10 

5 

12 

14 

7 

17 

20 

8 

21 

24 

12 

22 

23 

19 

7 

g 

2 

14 

13 

14 

14 

11 

22 

3 

3 

4 

11 

8 

17 

g 

4 

17 

71.2 

72.0 

68.8 

73.9 

74.1 

72.6 

74.1 

73.3 

77.0 

96 

96 

93 

95 

96 

95 

97 

97 

98 

4 

4 

7 

5 

4 

5 

3 

3 

2 

79 

80 

75 

75 

75 

74 

83 

84 

80 

42 

42 

40 

41 

40 

45 

40 

44 

34 

29 

30 

25 

24 

25 

23 

33 

31 

35 

8 

8 

10 

9 

10 

6 

10 

9 

10 

16 

16 

19 

23 

23 

23 

16 

14 

19 

5 

4 

6 

2 

2 

3 

2 

2 

1 

63 

67 

51 

60 

62 

54 

51 

55 

44 

23 

22 

28 

17 

15 

22 

22 

22 

22 

10 

8 

16 

g 

7 

10 

g 

g 

8 

4 

3 

6 

15 

15 

14 

18 

14 

26 

1,572 

1,317 

254 

792 

519 

274 

1,880 

1,173 

708 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

40 

36 

60 

28 

27 

30 

28 

33 

20 

20 

21 

14 

18 

18 

16 

15 

18 

10 

11 

13 

5 

12 

16 

5 

11 

13 

7 

19 

21 

g 

18 

17 

21 

21 

21 

19 

g 

7 

5 

14 

15 

13 

15 

12 

21 

4 

3 

7 

10 

7 

15 

10 

3 

22 

71.5 

72.0 

69.2 

73.7 

73.6 

74.5 

74.3 

72.9 

78.2 

96 

96 

98 

93 

94 

91 

96 

97 

95 

4 

4 

2 

7 

Q 

g 

4 

3 

5 

66 

66 

67 

63 

66 

58 

72 

75 

68 

33 

33 

33 

37 

41 

30 

34 

37 

30 

12 

12 

12 

14 

13 

15 

15 

15 

15 

21 

21 

22 

11 

11 

13 

23 

23 

23 

22 

22 

24 

29 

26 

34 

22 

19 

26 

12 

12 

9 

8 

8 

8 

6 

6 

6 

66 

68 

55 

60 

66 

51 

56 

60 

48 

22 

21 

29 

14 

17 

8 

22 

22 

21 

9 

8 

15 

6 

5 

6 

8 

9 

6 

3 

3 

20 

13 

35 

14 

8 

25 

Nonmarried  women 


NORTHEAST 


Number 

(thousands)  


Total  percent. 
Age 


65-69  years  

70-72  years  

73  and  74  years.  _. 

75-79  years  

80-84  years  

85  years  and  over. 


Median  age  (years) . 
Color 


White  

Nonwhite. 


Residence 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  


Years  of  school  completed 


8  years  or  less  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more. 
Not  reported  


NORTH  CENTRAL 


Number 

(thousands) . 


Total  percent. 
Age 


65-69  years  

70-72  years  

73  and  74  years  

75-79  years  

80-84  years  

85  years  and  over.. 

Median  age  (years) . 


White. 
Nonwhite. 


Color 


Residence 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  


Years  of  school  completed 


8  years  or  less  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more. 
Not  reported  


1  Characteristic  of  head  of  unit. 
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Table  2.9. — Percentage  distribution  of  units  aged  65  and  over  by  demographic  and 
social  characteristics,  by  beneficiary  status  and  region,  1963  Survey — Continued 


Region  and 
characteristic  i 


Married  couples 


Nonmarried  men 


Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

cisiriGS 

Cl  3(1*168 

Cl£iri6S 

1,692 

1,295 

398 

641 

361 

280 

1,760 

890 

868 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

44 

42 

51 

29 

30 

27 

29 

36 

21 

19 

20 

15 

19 

25 

12 

17 

20 

14 

13 

14 

9 

9 

9 

7 

J 1 

13 

10 

16 

18 

13 

16 

17 

15 

20 

19 

21 

g 

5 

7 

15 

11 

19 

15 

g 

23 

2 

13 

g 

20 

7 

4 

22 

70.9 

71.2 

70.0 

73.5 

72.4 

76.2 

73.7 

72.0 

76.2 

84 

86 

77 

76 

79 

72 

81 

84 

78 

16 

14 

23 

24 

21 

1  Q 

16 

22 

49 

48 

50 

52 

60 

42 

61 

69 

54 

22 

22 

20 

25 

32 

15 

29 

32 

26 

9 

g 

12 

3 

4 

3 

g 

2j 

7 

19 

18 

19 

24 

24 

25 

23 

26 

20 

37 

38 

34 

37 

31 

45 

29 

24 

34 

14 

13 

15 

11 

9 

13 

9 

7 

12 

65 

66 

66 

63 

61 

66 

56 

51 

61 

19 

20 

15 

13 

17 

7 

22 

25 

19 

12 

g 

g 

7 

12 

16 

g 

4 

7 

16 

13 

20 

10 

g 

12 

812 

661 

152 

326 

231 

95 

857 

524 

334 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

40 

38 

50 

24 

22 

29 

26 

34 

14 

18 

19 

14 

10 

10 

11 

18 

23 

11 

12 

13 

7 

9 

12 

2 

13 

15 

g 

21 

23 

J 1 

29 

29 

29 

20 

18 

25 

7 

13 

20 

22 

15 

14 

g 

24 

2 

2 

g 

14 

g 

2 

18 

71.6 

71.9 

70.0 

76.2 

75.8 

76.3 

73.8 

72.1 

78.3 

96 

96 

95 

94 

96 

91 

98 

98 

99 

c 
O 

O 

4 

Q 

2 

2 

76 

77 

75 

75 

76 

74 

82 

83 

80 

38 

38 

39 

47 

46 

47 

43 

43 

44 

24 

26 

18 

22 

23 

20 

26 

29 

20 

14 

13 

16 

7 

7 

6 

13 

11 

16 

19 

18 

23 

22 

22 

21 

16 

14 

19 

5 

5 

3 

3 

2 

4 

2 

3 

1 

52 

54 

40 

55 

56 

48 

40 

43 

34 

27 

26 

34 

21 

23 

13 

35 

36 

34 

19 

17 

22 

5 

7 

2 

12 

12 

13 

3 

3 

3 

21 

14 

37 

13 

9 

20 

Nonmarried  women 


SOUTH 

Number 

(thousands)  

Total  percent  

Age 

65-69  years  

70-72  years  

73  and  74  years  

75-79  years  

80-84  years  

85  years  and  over  

Median  age  (years)  

Color 

White  

Nonwhite  

Residence 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  

Years  of  school  completed 

8  years  or  less  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more  

Not  reported  

WEST 

Number 

(thousands)  

Total  percent  

Age 

65-69  years  

70-72  years  

73  and  74  years  

75-79  years  

80-84  years  

85  years  and  over  

Median  age  (years)  

Color 

White  

Nonwhite  

Residence 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  

Years  of  school  completed 

8  years  or  less  

9-12  years  

13  years  or  more  

Not  reported  


Characteristic  of  head  of  unit. 
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Table  3.4. — Size  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 
units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status  and  work  experience,  1962 


Beneficiary  status 
and  income 


Total 

Number  reporting  on 
work  experience 
(ttiousands) : 

Total  

Reporting  on  income.-. 

Percent  reporting  on 
income  

Less  than  $1,000  

$1,000-1.999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000-4,999  

$5,000-9,999  

$10,000  or  more  

Median  income  

Beneficiaries  ^ 

Number  reporting  on 
work  experience 
(thousands) : 

Total  

Reporting  on  income.-. 

Percent  reporting  on 
income  

Less  than  $1,000  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000-4,999  

$5,000-9,999  

$10,000  or  more  

Median  income    

Nonbeneficiariea 

Number  reporting  on 
work  experience 
(thousands) : 

Total-   

Reporting  on  income  

Percent  reporting  on 
income  


Less  than  $1,000. 

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000-4,999  

$5,000-9,999  

$10,000  or  more-. 


Married  couples 


Median  income  $6,060 


Nonmarried  men 


Worked  in  1962 

Worked  in  1962 

Worked  in  1962 

Did 

Did 

Did 

not 

not 

not 

Usually 

Usually 

work 

Usually 

Usually 

work 

Usually 

Usually 

work 

full 

part 

in  1962 

full 

part 

in  1962 

full 

part 

in  1962 

time 

time 

time 

time 

time 

time 

1,610 

1,028 

2,805 

332 

260 

1 ,753 

517 

435 

5,314 

1,333 

875 

2,512 

299 

241 

1,634 

445 

365 

4,725 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1 

4 

7 

5 

26 

38 

9 

23 

55 

9 

19 

32 

18 

40 

40 

26 

42 

33 

13 

26 

31 

16 

23 

15 

30 

28 

6 

15 

23 

14 

16 

6 

3 

15 

3 

2 

17 

12 

7 

12 

3 

1 

6 

2 

33 

12 

7 

30 

2 

2 

13 

2 

2 

11 

4 

2 

3 

(1) 

(») 

(^) 

(1) 

(M 

$4 , 670 

$3,020 

$2,350 

$3 , 720 

$1,475 

$1,225 

$2 , 440 

$1 , 620 

$930 

773 

800 

2, 170 

131 

181 

1 , 178 

279 

349 

2,787 

649 

689 

1,950 

118 

164 

1,101 

244 

292 

2,478 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1 

3 

5 

7 

24 

29 

9 

18 

45 

13 

18 

30 

31 

39 

48 

32 

49 

42 

19 

28 

34 

32 

24 

17 

35 

28 

7 

15 

23 

13 

17 

8 

4 

13 

2 

2 

18 

13 

7 

3 

4 

1 

4 

2 

1 

29 

11 

8 

8 

1 

1 

7 

2 

2 

6 

3 

2 

3 

(1) 

0) 

(1) 

(1) 

(1) 

$4, 110 

$3,000 

$2,410 

$2 , 300 

$1 ,465 

$1,320 

$2,170 

$1 , 670 

$1,095 

570 

92 

459 

150 

54 

542 

174 

64 

2,243 

459 

81 

393 

134 

52 

500 

145 

55 

1,992 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

3 

16 

16 

3 

42 

58 

10 

60 

70 

5 

28 

42 

9 

44 

24 

19 

24 

21 

6 

11 

16 

3 

10 

11 

25 

16 

5 

12 

15 

12 

14 

0) 

2 

16 

(') 

2 

15 

10 

5 

16 

(») 

2 

10 

(') 

1 

41 

15 

6 

51 

4 

2 

20 

(•) 

19 

5 

3 

4 

0) 

0) 

1 

0) 

(») 

$6,060 

$2 , 400 

$1,805 

$5,280 

$1,200 

?885 

$2,880 

$785 

$710 

Nonmarried  women 


*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 

'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
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Table  3.5. — Size  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 
units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status  and  receipt  of  private  pension  or  public  assist- 
ance, 1962 


Bsneficiary  status  and 
income 

Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

With 
private 
pen-^ 

With 
public 
assist- 
ance 

Other  * 

With 
private 
pen-^ 
sion 

With 
public 
assist- 
ance 

Other  3 

W^ith 
private 
pen- 
sion 

With 
public 
assist- 
ance 

Otner ' 

Total 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

865 

422 

4,156 

234 

420 

1 

,691 

213 

1,086 

4,968 

Reporting  on  income  

743 

394 

3,582 

211 

406 

,555 

171 

1,047 

4,318 

Total  percent   _ 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Less  than  $1,000   

13 

5 

2 

60 

29 

14 

59 

48 

$1,000-1  999 

3 

63 

23 

27 

37 

38 

36 

38 

32 

$2,000-2  999 

31 

20 

24 

44 

4 

16 

29 

3 

11 

$3,000-3,999  

27 

4 

15 

17 

(^) 

5 

3 

(*) 

4 

$4,000-4,999  

15 

(■*"! 
V.  ; 

11 

5 

\  ) 

4 

9 

\  ) 

1 

$5,000-9,999  

19 

\  ) 

16 

g 

\  ) 

7 

10 

\  ) 

3 

$10,000  or  more  

4 

\  ) 

g 

\  ) 

\  ) 

1 

k  ) 

^IcdxdTl  X7lC077l€ 

$1  555 

$2  915 

$1 

,425 

^£1  ,  uuu 

$910 

$1  060 

ScTicficidTtBS  ^ 

Number  (thoiis&nds)  i 

Total  

731 

224 

2,788 

193 

151 

1 

,146 

161 

307 

2,946 

Reporting  on  income  

641 

208 

2,440 

172 

145 

,067 

130 

296 

2,589 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Less  than  $1,000   

r) 

11 

5 

1 

38 

29 

5 

31 

42 

$1  000-1  999 

4 

54 

27 

32 

59 

46 

40 

67 

39 

nnn  o  ooo 

35 

29 

28 

48 

4 

17 

32 

2 

12 

9o  ,uuu— o  ,yyy  

28 

5 

13 

15 

(^) 

5 

3 

(«) 

3 

$4,000-4,999  

14 

(*) 

11 

3 

0) 

2 

8 

(}) 

1 

16 

0) 

13 

1 

0) 

2 

12 

(«) 

3 

$10,000  or  more  

4 

0) 

3 

(<) 

(«) 

(*) 

(*) 

TIjT  J- 

Median  income  

$0 , 40U 

$1,730 

$2,600 

$1 , 100 

$1 

,465 

$2,115 

$1,195 

$1,170 

AT     I.      j:  ■  ■ 
iV  onoenejiciartes 

W  umber  (tnousanus): 

151 

969 

260 

543 

749 

1,794 

143 
100 

789 
100 

253 
100 

432 
100 

725 
100 

1,467 
100 

Less  than  $1,000  

20 
76 
5 

(*) 
(♦) 
(*) 
{') 

$1,320 

8 
13 
12 
14 
12 
28 
13 

$4,265 

73 
24 
3 

31 
21 
13 
7 
7 
19 
2 

$1,860 

72 
25 
3 

(*) 
{') 
0) 
(^) 

$820 

62 
19 
8 
4 
2 
4 
1 

$630 

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000-4,999  

$5,000-9,999  

$10,000  or  more  

Median  income   _ 

$805 

'  Without  public  assistance.    The  small  number  of  nonbeneficiaries  with  private  pension  not  shown 
separately  but  included  in  "Other." 
2  Without  private  pension. 

*  Includes  units  without  private  pension  and  without  public  assistance. 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 

*  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
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Table  3.7. — Percent  of  income  by  source  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  proportion  of  income  from  source,  by  beneficiary  status, 
1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Percent  of  income  by  source 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

bene- 

aries  ^ 

fici- 

aries  ' 

fici- 

ari*e s  ^ 

fici-" 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  reporting  on  income 

(thousands)       _           _  _ 

4,719 

3,289 

932 

2, 173 

1 ,384 

685 

5,536 

3 ,014 

2  192 

Percent: 

Earni  ngs: 

47 

52 

38 

73 

77 

70 

79 

75 

oD 

28 

32 

12 

14 

16 

9 

11 

16 

4 

50 — 94  percent 

19 

16 

23 

8 

6 

7 

7 

9 

4 

95—100  percent 

6 

(') 

27 

5 

1 

14 

3 

(2) 

7 

Public   retirement   benefits  in- 

cluding OASDHI: 

15 

(2) 

76 

27 

(2) 

86 

36 

(2) 

91 

1-49  percent            .  _   

36 

40 

7 

22 

29 

2 

20 

32 

1 

50-94  percent    _ 

38 

46 

11 

29 

41 

6 

23 

36 

4 

95-100  percent  

11 

14 

5 

22 

30 

6 

20 

32 

4 

OASDHI: 

None   

20 

(^) 

32 

40 

(2) 

1-49  percent  .   

39 

46 

24 

33 

21 

35 

50-94  percent       _      _    _  . 

32 
9 

42 

26 

40 

21 

35 

95-100  percent     .  . 

11 

18 

27 

18 

30 

Private  group  pensions: 

None      -   - 

84 

81 

98 

90 

88 

98 

97 

96 

99 

1-49  percent  

15 

18 

2 

9 

11 

2 

3 

4 

50-94  percent   

1 

2 

1 

1 

(2) 

95-100  percent  ... 

(2) 

(2) 

1 

(2) 

(2) 

1 

Veterans'  benefits: 

86 

86 

85 

88 

89 

87 

93 

93 

94 

1-49  percent     .              .  _ 

11 

12 

8 

5 

6 

3 

4 

5 

1 

50-94  percent   

2 

2 

3 

5 

5 

4 

2 

2 

2 

95-100  percent    

1 

(2) 

3 

2 

(2) 

6 

1 

3 

Public  assistance: 

None  .  

92 

94 

85 

81 

90 

63 

81 

90 

67 

1-49  percent  .   

4 

4 

1 

5 

8 

(2) 

3 

5 

1 

50-94  percent  .   

2 

2 

4 

2 

3 

2 

4 

5 

3 

95-100  percent   

2 

(2) 

11 

11 

(2) 

34 

11 

(2  ) 

29 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  3.8. — Source  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  income,  by 
beneficiary  status,  source,  and  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples         Nonmarried  men    I  Nonmarried  women 


Beneficiary  status  and 

i 

1   TT-  U 

source  of  income 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

\  High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

i n- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

 .  

Total 





_  







Number  reporting  on  income 

(thousands) 

1,569 

1,573 

1,578 

735 

708 

730 

1,866 

1,810 

1 ,860 

Percent: 

Earnings  .   . 

•33 

51 

76 

11 

21 

50 

8 

15 

42 

Retirement  benefits         .  .  _ 

82 

94 

79 

56 

86 

79 

43 

73 

77 

OASDHI  

80 

88 

72 

55 

81 

69 

41 

68 

72 

Other  public         _  _ 

4 

13 

18 

1 

7 

15 

1 

6 

13 

Private  group  pensions.  . 

4 

24 

20 

1 

7 

21 

1 

1 

7 

8 

21 

12 

5 

13 

18 

2 

4 

14 

Interest,  dividends,  and  rents  

35 

63 

83 

19 

42 

67 

25 

43 

68 

Private  individual  annuities 

1 

2 

6 

(M 

1 

3 

(') 

1 

6 

Unemployment  insurance 

(') 

2 

6 

(0 

1 

1 

(') 

1 

2 

Public  assistance 

21 

4 

(') 

33 

20 

2 

19 

27 

11 

Contributions  by  relatives  ^  

5 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

6 

7 

6 

Payments    under    any  public 

program     _  .  .  .  .  

93 

96 

80 

86 

96 

81 

60 

91 

86 

Benepciariea  ^ 

XT  1 

Number  reporting  on  income 

(thousands)   

1,145 

1,214 

930 

390 

559 

435 

694 

1,132 

1,188 

Percent: 

Earnings. 

32 

49 

67 

12 

18 

39 

7 

17 

44 

Retirement  benefits. 

100 

100 

99 

100 

100 

99 

100 

100 

100 

OASDHI  

100 

100 

99 

100 

100 

99 

100 

100 

100 

Other  public  .              .  . 

2 

8 

17 

1 

4 

11 

(•) 

3 

11 

Private  group  pensions.  .  . 

5 

28 

27 

1 

9 

28 

1 

1 

10 

Veterans'  benefits 

5 

21 

15 

1 

13 

19 

(') 

4 

13 

Interest,  dividends,  and  rents  

37 

65 

88 

25 

43 

70 

29 

48 

72 

Private  individual  annuities 

(') 

2 

8 

(0 

1 

4 

1 

1 

6 

Unemplovment  insurance 

(•) 

1 

5 

(1) 

1 

1 

(') 

1 

2 

Public  assistance    .   . 

14 

3 

(') 

15 

14 

1 

6 

15 

7 

5 

2 

(0 

2 

2 

2 

3 

6 

5 

Payments    under    any  public 

program  . 

100 

100 

99 

100 

100 

99 

100 

100 

100 

Nonbeneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  income 

(thousands)  ..   

318 

184 

430 

330 

134 

222 

1,103 

578 

511 

Percent: 

Earnings..     .  .  

31 

53 

89 

10 

28 

60 

7 

12 

33 

Retirement  benefits  

11 

52 

24 

3 

23 

32 

4 

17 

12 

OASDHI  

Other  public           .     .  ... 

11 

49 

23 

2 

23 

27 

2 

15 

17 

Private  group  pensions 

(') 

4 

2 

1 

(') 

7 

1 

2 

1 

\'eterans'  benefits   

18 

26 

8 

10 

14 

16 

3 

5 

14 

Interest,  dividends,  and  rents  

28 

58 

79 

12 

34 

63 

23 

32 

58 

Private  individual  annuities 

1 

1 

5 

(') 

(0 

2 

(') 

1 

6 

Unemployment  insurance 

(') 

3 

3 

(1) 

(M 

1 

(') 

(') 

Public  assistance.  .  .  ..  . 

43 

4 

(') 

56 

43 

4 

28 

54 

21 

Contributions  by  relatives  2..  _. 

6 

2 

2 

1 

(') 

(') 

8 

9 

8 

Payments    under    any  public 

program        .    ... 

68 

65 

30 

69 

81 

40 

33 

73  1 

49 

'  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
-  Relatives  or  friends  not  in  household. 
'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

Note.  -  The  terciles  for  couples  were  $2,202  and  $3,832;  for  nonmarried  men,  $1,023  and  $1,848;  for 
nonmarried  women,  $785  and  $1,372. 
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Table  3.9. — Shares  of  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over— Percentage  distribution  of 
income  by  source,  by  beneficiary  status  and  income  group,  1962 


Beneficiary  status  and 
source  of  income 


Total 

Number  reporting  on  income 
(thousands)  


Mean  income. 
Total  percent  


Earnings  

l^etirement  benefits  

OASDHI  

Other  public  

Private  group  pensions  

N'eterans'  i)enefits  

Interest,  dividends,  and  rents- 

Publie  assistance  

Other  


Beneficiaries  ^ 

Number  reporting  on  income 
(thousands)  


Total  percent. 


Earnings  

Retirement  benefits  

OASDHI  

Other  public  

Private  group  pensions  

N'eterans'  i)enefits  

Interest,  dividends,  and  rents. 

Public  assistance  

Other  


Nonbeneficiariea 

Number  reporting  on  income 
(thousands)  


Mean  income- 
Total  percent  


Earnings  

Retirement  benefits  

OASDHI  

Other  public  

Private  group  pensions  

X'eterans'  benefits  

Interest,  dividends,  and  rents. 

Public  assistance  

Other  


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  -women 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

1,569 

1,573 

1,578 

735 

708 

730 

1,866 

1,810 

1,860 

fl,521 

$2,924 

$7,621 

$660 

$1,376 

$3,618 

$417 

$1,033 

$2 , 745 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

9 

21 

52 

2 

7 

41 

4 

6 

26 

66 

61 

25 

59 

63 

34 

55 

57 

30 

62 

47 

14 

57 

55 

21 

52 

52 

23 

3 

8 

7 

1 

6 

8 

2 

5 

6 

1 

6 

4 

(') 

5 

1 

1 

2 

5 

7 

2 

6 

9 

5 

3 

3 

4 

4 

8 

19 

7 

16 

7 

9 

25 

12 

2 

(') 

30 

13 

1 

24 

20 

5 

3 

2 

3 

2 

2 

3 

5 

5 

10 

1,145 

1,214 

930 

390 

559 

435 

694 

1,132 

1,188 

$1,584 

$2,883 

$6,886 

$733 

$1,369 

$2,989 

$599 

$1,045 

$2 , 639 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

8 

17 

35 

1 

5 

21 

1 

5 

21 

78 

64 

34 

93 

73 

51 

93 

76 

40 

75 

54 

22 

93 

68 

37 

93 

74 

33 

1 

4 

6 

(') 

2 

5 

(1) 

1 

4 

2 

7 

6 

V) 

3 

9 

(') 

(') 

3 

3 

7 

2 

(>) 

9 

5 

(1) 

3 

4 

4 

9 

24 

(') 

7 

19 

3 

7 

24 

6 

1 

(•) 

5 

6 

2 

7 

3 

1 

1 

5 

(') 

1 

3 

(1) 

2 

10 

318 

184 

430 

330 

134 

222 

1,103 

578 

511 

$1,253 

$3,063 

$9,106 

$570 

$1,394 

$4 , 728 

$291 

$999 

$2 , 935 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

14 

38 

79 

3 

12 

62 

6 

8 

33 

12 

37 

9 

3 

24 

15 

7 

15 

8 

12 

36 

9 

3 

24 

13 

5 

14 

8 

(•) 

1 

{') 

2 

1 

1 

15 

10 

1 

15 

10 

5 

7 

4 

6 

6 

8 

11 

5 

7 

14 

14 

13 

29 

41 

3 

(') 

69 

42 

2 

56 

50 

12 

12 

4 

1 

5 

5 

2 

11 

10 

13 

1  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 

2  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
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Table  3.10. — Percent  of  income  by  source  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  proportion  of  income  from  source,  by  beneficiary  status  and 
income  group,  1962 


Beneficiary  status  and 
percent  of  income  by  source 


Married  coupl( 


Nonmarried  men 


Nonmarried  women 


Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

1,569 

1.573 

1,578 

735 

708 

730 

1,866 

1,810 

1,860 

67 

49 

24 

89 

79 

50 

93 

85 

58 

26 

36 

23 

9 

17 

17 

4 

11 

19 

5 

12 

40 

1 

3 

20 

2 

2 

18 

- 

13 

2 

1 

12 

2 

2 

5 

18 

6 

22 

44 

14 

23 

58 

27 

23 

14 

29 

64 

2 

22 

43 

(') 

12 

48 

41 

59 

13 

19 

39 

30 

12 

33 

26 

27 

6 

2 

36 

25 

5 

30 

28 

3 

20 

12 

28 

45 

19 

31 

60 

32 

28 

15 

34 

68 

2 

23 

46 

(') 

13 

51 

40 

.53 

4 

18 

38 

2.3 

1 1 

31 

21 

25 

1 

(') 

35 

20 

(') 

29 

24 

(') 

96 

76 

80 

99 

93 

79 

99 

99 

93 

3 

23 

17 

1 

6 

19 

(') 

1 

7 

(') 

1 

3 

<:) 

1 

2 

(') 

(') 

(') 

(') 

(') 

(') 

(') 

1 

1 

(') 

(') 

92 

79 

87 

95 

87 

82 

98 

96 

86 

2 

20 

12 

(') 

2 

14 

{') 

1 

10 

5 

1 

(•) 

(') 

11 

3 

(1) 

2 

3 

1 

(') 

(') 

4 

1 

1 

2 

1 

79 

96 

100 

67 

80 

98 

81 

73 

89 

10 

2 

(') 

8 

7 

1 

3 

5 

2 

5 

1 

(') 

2 

5 

(') 

1 

8 

4 

6 

(0 

(>) 

23 

8 

1 

15 

14 

5 

,145 

1,214 

930 

390 

559 

435 

694 

1,132 

1,188 

68 

51 

33 

88 

82 

61 

93 

83 

56 

28 

38 

29 

11 

15 

22 

7 

14 

23 

4 

11 

38 

1 

3 

16 

(') 

2 

20 

(0 

(') 

(') 

1 

(') 

1 

(') 

(') 

(*) 

{') 

(') 

1 

(') 

(•) 

1 

(') 

(') 

16 

31 

83 

4 

27 

56 

(•) 

17 

64 

50 

66 

13 

34 

46 

40 

27 

46 

32 

34 

4 

2 

62 

27 

4 

72 

37 

4 

(') 

(') 

1 

(') 

(') 

1 

(•) 

(») 

(') 

17 

37 

94 

4 

29 

64 

(') 

19 

70 

50 

63 

5 

34 

47 

35 

27 

46 

29 

33 

1 

(') 

62 

24 

(') 

72 

35 

(•) 

95 

72 

73 

99 

91 

72 

99 

99 

90 

4 

27 

22 

1 

8 

25 

1 

1 

9 

(') 

1 

5 

(') 

1 

3 

CJ 

(') 

1 

(0 

(') 

(0 

(') 

(') 

(') 

(') 

(') 

Total 

Number  reporting  on  income 
(thousands)  


Percent: 

Earnings: 

None  

1-49  percent  

50-94  percent  

95-100  percei.t  

Public    retirement  benefits 
eluding  OASDHI: 

None  

1-49  percent  

.50-94  percent  

95-100  percent  

OASDHI: 

None  

1-49  percent  

50-94  percent  

95-100  percent  

Private  group  pensions: 

None  

1-49  percent  

50-94  percent  

95-100  percent  

Veterans'  benefits: 

None  

1-49  percent  

50-94  percent  

95-100  percent  

Public  assistance: 

None  

1-49  percent  

50-94  percent  

95-100  percent  


Beneficiaries  ^ 

Number  reporting  on  income 
(thousands)  


Percent: 

Earnings: 

None  

1-49  percent  

50-94  percent  

95-100  percent  

Public  retirement  benefits  includ- 
ing OASDHI: 

None  

1-49  percent  

.50-94  percent  

95-100  percent  

OASDHI: 

None  

1-49  percent  

50-94  percent  

95-100  percent  

Private  group  pensions: 

None  

1-49  percent  

50-94  percent  

95-100  percent  


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  3.10. — Percent  of  income  by  source  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  proportion  of  income  from  source,  by  beneficary  status  and 
income  group,  1962 — Continued 


Married  couples 

Nonmarriec 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Beneficiary  status  and 

percent  of  income  by  source 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

Beneficiaries  ' — Con. 

Veterans'  benefits: 

None  

95 

79 

85 

99 

87 

81 

100 

o/ 

1-49  percent-  

2 

19 

15 

(1) 

2 

18 

1 

12 

50-94  percent   _ 

3 

2 

(1) 

1 

11 

1 

0) 

3 

1 

95-100  percent 

(1) 

(.') 

(>) 

(') 

(') 

(1) 

(') 

(1) 

Public  assistance: 

None  

86 

97 

100 

85 

86 

99 

94 

85 

93 

1-49  percent  

10 

2 

{') 

14 

8 

1 

6 

7 

2 

50-94  percent  

4 

1 

(') 

1 

6 

(1) 

8 

6 

95-100  percent   

(») 

(') 

(^) 

Nonbeneficiariet 

Number  reporting  on  income 

(thousands) .   

318 

184 

430 

330 

134 

222 

1,103 

578 

511 

Percent: 

Earnings: 

None-   

69 

47 

11 

90 

72 

40 

93 

88 

67 

1-49  percent  

17 

18 

5 

7 

20 

5 

2 

6 

6 

50-94  percent  

5 

15 

40 

1 

4 

18 

2 

2 

9 

95-100  percent  

8 

21 

44 

2 

4 

37 

3 

5 

17 

Public   retirement   benefits  ex- 

cluding OASDHI: 

None  

89 

51 

77 

98 

77 

73 

98 

85 

83 

1-49  percent  

2 

7 

11 

(») 

5 

1 

5 

50-94  percent  

3 

26 

11 

1 

8 

14 

1 

5 

9 

95-100  percent  

6 

15 

1 

2 

15 

8 

2 

9 

3 

Private  group  pensions: 

None  

100 

96 

98 

99 

100 

93 

99 

98 

99 

1-49  percent  

(^) 

4 

2 

1 

(^) 

5 

(^) 

1 

1 

50-94  percent  _^  

(1) 

(1) 

(1) 

95-100  percent  

(') 

(0 

(') 

(1) 

(>) 

2 

1 

(») 

Veterans'  benefits: 

None   

82 

74 

92 

90 

86 

84 

97 

95 

86 

1-49  percent   _.  

1 

22 

8 

1 

(1) 

8 

(') 

5 

50-94  percent    

10 

12 

5 

(1) 

2 

5 

95-100  percent  

7 

3 

(1) 

10 

3 

3 

3 

3 

4 

Public  assistance: 

None  

57 

96 

100 

44 

57 

96 

72 

46 

79 

1-49  percent   

3 

1 

(') 

1 

(') 

1 

1 

2 

10 

(') 

4 

3 

(1) 

2 

7 

17 

95-100  percent  

30 

3 

(») 

52 

40 

4 

25 

45 

2 

Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
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Table  3.11. — Other  money  receipts  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  receipts, 
by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Income  group 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Beneficiaries  ' 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 
aries ^ 

benefi- 
ciaries 

Total 

fici- 
aries 1 

benefi- 
ciaries 

Total 

Re- 
tired 

Wid- 
owed 

benefi- 
ciaries 

All  income  groups.  — 

5 

4 

7 

4 

3 

7 

5 

2 

4 

7 

Low          _  _    _- 

o 

3 

13 

2 

1 

3 

2 

2 

I 

3 

Middle  

4 

3 

8 

4 

3 

9 

3 

2 

1 

5 

High  

6 

7 

4 

5 

4 

7 

6 

3 

5 

10 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries.  Retired  women  receive  benefits  based  on  their  own 
wage  record,  regardless  of  eligibility  as  widows:  widows  receive  benefits  based  on  husband's  wage  record. 


Table  3.12. — Size  of  income  without  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65 
and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income,  1962 


Income  without 
OASDHI  benefits 


Beneficiary  couples 


Nonmarried  beneficiaries 


Both 

Women  ^ 

Total 

entitled 

Other  1 

Men 

all  year 

Retired 

Widowed 

3,743 

2,607 

1,136 

1,490 

1,912 

1,502 

3,289 

2,304 

985 

1,384 

1,690 

1,325 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

12 

15 

4 

30 

27 

42 

3 

3 

1 

3 

4 

5 

5 

5 

3 

7 

7 

7 

6 

7 

4 

10 

9 

8 

18 

20 

15 

25 

22 

21 

23 

23 

22 

16 

20 

12 

13 

12 

17 

5 

6 

2 

20 

14 

33 

4 

6 

3 

$1,225 

$985 

$1,990 

$495 

$565 

$225 

Number  (thousands):  ^ 

Total  

Reporting  on  income 

Total  percent  

Less  than  $75  

$75-149  

$150-299  

$300-499  

$500-999  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000  or  more  

Median  income  


*  Includes  couples  with  husband  entitled  all  year,  wife  part  of  year  or  not  at  all,  and  units  where  wife  is  a 
retired  worker  but  her  husband  is  not. 

2  Retired  women  receive  benefits  based  on  their  own  wage  record,  regardless  of  eligibility  as  widows; 
widows  receive  benefits  based  on  husband's  wage  record. 

'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
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Table  3.13. — Size  of  retirement  income  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income,  1962 


Retirement  income 


Beneficiary  couples 


Total 


Both 
entitled 
all  year 


Nonmarried  beneficiaries 


Men 


Women  i 


Retired  Widowed 


Number  (thousands):  * 

Total  

Reporting  on  income 

Total  percent  

Less  than  $500  

$500-999--.-  

$1,000-1,499  

$1,500-1,999  

$2,000-2,499  

$2,500-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000-4,999  

$5,000-9,999  

$10,000  or  more  

Median  income  


3,735 
3,388 


100 


2,602 
2,371 


100 


1,490 
1,384 


100 


1,912 
1,690 

100 


2 
11 
18 
18 
15 
12 
11 
5 
5 
2 

$2,000 


(') 

9 
18 
21 
16 
13 
12 
5 
5 
1 

$2,065 


10 
30 
29 
12 
10 
4 
2 
1 
1 

(«) 
$1 , 180 


1  Retired  women  receive  benefits  based  on  their  own  wage  record,  regardless  of  eligibility  as  widows; 
widows  receive  benefits  based  on  husband's  wage  record. 
*  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
»  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 


Table  3.14. — Size  of  retirement  income  without  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary 
units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income,  1962 


Retirement  income  without  OASDHI 


Beneficiary  couples 


Total 


Both 
entitled 
all  year 


Nonmarried  beneficiaries 


Men 


Women 


Retired  Widowed 


Number  (thousands):  ^ 

Total  

Reporting  on  income 

Total  percent  

Less  than  $150  

$150-299  

$300-499  

$500-999  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000  or  more  

Median  income  


3,735 
3,388 


100 


2,602 
2,371 


100 


1,490 
1,384 


100 


41 
5 
7 
16 
15 
8 
8 

$430 


43 
5 
8 
16 
15 
7 
7 

$365 


$65 


1,912 
1,690 


100 


$45 


1  Retired  women  receive  benefits  based  on  their  own  wage  record,  regardless  of  eligibility  as  wdows; 
widows  receive  benefits  based  on  husband's  wage  record. 
*  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
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Table  3.15. — Monthly  family  OASDHI  benefit  amount  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65 
and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  benefit  amount,  1962 


Beneficiary  couples 

Nonmarried  beneficiaries 

Monthly  family  benefit  amount 

Both 

Women  i 

Total 

entitled 

Men 

all  year 

Retired 

Widowed 

Number  (thousands):  ^ 

Total  

3,735 

2,602 

1,490 

1,912 

1,502 

Reporting  on  benefits.  . 

3 , 733 

2 , 600 

1 , 490 

1,912 

1,500 

Total  percent  -   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Less  than  $41   

3 

15 

29 

15 

$41-59  

6 

3 

15 

18 

8 

$60-79  

11 

8 

23 

27 

33 

$80-99  

12 

10 

20 

17 

24 

$100-119  

19 

14 

26 

8 

e) 

$120-139  

13 

16 

1 

(») 

$140-159  

17 

23 

(») 

(») 

$160-179  

15 

21 

e) 

(») 

$180  or  more  .   _   

4 

5 

(') 

0) 

(») 

'  Retired  women  receive  benefits  based  on  their  own  wage  record,  regardless  of  eligibility  as  widows; 
widows  receive  benefits  based  on  husband's  wage  record. 
2  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
•  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 


Table  3.16. — ^Median  total  and  retirement  income  of  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and 
over — Income  with  and  without  OASDHI  benefits,  by  type  of  beneficiary,  1962 


Total  income 

Retirement  income 

Type  of  beneficiary 

With 

Without 

With 

Without 

OASDHI 

OASDHI 

OASDHI 

OASDHI 

$2,705 

$1,225 

$2,000 

$430 

Husband  with  benefits  starting  before  1962 

and — 

Wife  with  benefits  starting — 

Before  1962  

1  2,605 

1  985 

2,065 

365 

In  1962  

2,480 

1,110 

2,045 

300 

Wife  not  entitled    

3,140 

2,085 

1,755 

685 

Wife  with  benefits  starting  before  1962  and 

husband  not  entitled  

4,250 

3,530 

1,470 

725 

Nonmarried  beneficiaries  with  benefits  start- 

ing before  1962: 

Men  retired  workers.    

1,375 

495 

1,180 

65 

1,300 

565 

800 

45 

Single,  divorced,  separated  

1,560 

825 

1,100 

150 

Widowed.  .         .  .    

1,200 

490 

825 

30 

Widow  beneficiaries    

1,105 

225 

905 

35 

'  When  the  wife  received  a  benefit  based  on  her  own  wage  record,  the  median  income  with  OASDHI 
was  $2,785  compared  with  $2,585  when  it  was  a  wife's  benefit;  the  median  incomes  without  OASDHI 
were  $1,040  and  $980,  respectively. 
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Table  3.17. — Source  of  income  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent  with  income,  by 
source,  age,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Source  of  income  and  age 

Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries ^ 

Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 1 

Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 

Total 

Beneficiaries  ^ 

Non- 

Re- 
tired 

Wid- 
owed 

ciaries 

W umber  (tnousands}^ 

Aged  62-64: 

Total                 -  - 

1,782 

224 

1,319 

378 

78 

256 

809 

84 

147 

407 

Reporting  on  source  

1,782 

224 

1,319 

371 

78 

248 

800 

84 

147 

399 

Aged  65-72: 

Total  

3,344 

2,029 

804 

1,077 

630 

353 

2,797 

1,028 

724 

828 

Reporting  on  source  

3,342 

2,029 

802 

1,062 

630 

338 

2,784 

1,028 

724 

815 

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total  

2,101 

1,715 

316 

1,325 

860 
860 

450 

3,531 

884 

778 

1,715 

Reporting  on  source  

2,101 

1,715 

316 

1,283 

408 

3,483 

884 

778 

1,666 

Percent: 

Earnings: 

Aged  62-64-.   

90 

69 

96 

61 

15 

75 

57 

55 

23 

70 

Aged  65-72  

63 

53 

79 

39 

27 

53 

34 

42 

21 

30 

Aged  73  and  over  

43 

46 

27 

19 

23 

12 

14 

25 

12 

9 

Public  retirement  benefits 

excluding  OASDHI: 

Aged  62-64  

4 

7 

3 

4 

5 

4 

7 

19 

7 

4 

Aged  65-72  

12 

9 

21 

9 

8 

14 

8 

10 

2 

11 

Aged  73  and  over_. 

11 

8 

30 

7 

4 

14 

7 

6 

1 

10 

Private  group  pensions: 

Aged  62-64  

5 

17 

2 

4 

5 

2 

2 

4 

1 

1 

Aged  65-72  

16 

22 

3 

10 

13 

4 

4 

9 

1 

1 

Aged  73  and  over  . 

15 

17 

2 

10 

13 

2 

3 

5 

2 

2 

Veterans'  benefits: 

Aged  62-64   

4 

10 

3 

5 

18 

1 

10 

(') 

6 

19 

7 

Aged  65-72  

18 

20 

16 

19 

20 

20 

9 

13 

7 

Aged  73  and  over  

7 

7 

10 

5 

5 

6 

4 

5 

3 

4 

Interest,  dividends,  and 

rents: 

Aged  62-64  

59 

43 

63 

37 

26 

42 

52 

45 

53 

55 

Aged  65-72  

64 

64 

67 

46 

48 

41 

53 

59 

58 

40 

Aged  73  and  over  

63 

66 

51 

44 

52 

28 

47 

53 

58 

37 

Private  individual  annu- 

ities: 

Aged  62-64  

2 

1 

2 

(') 

(') 

(') 

1 

(') 

2 

Aged  65-72  

3 

4 

4 

2 

3 

1 

3 

5 

2 

2 

Aged  73  and  over  

4 

3 

5 

(.') 

1 

(') 

3 

6 

2 

2 

Public  assistance: 

Aged  62-64...  .  .  .  . 

3 

8 

2 

6 

3 

6 

5 

2 

2 

7 

Aged  65-72  

5 

5 

5 

11 

7 

17 

11 

8 

6 

21 

Aged  73  and  over   

12 

7 

34 

23 

11 

49 

22 

11 

10 

35 

Contributions    by  rela- 

tives: ' 

Aged  62-64  

1 

2 

(*) 

1 

1 

3 

4 

5 

3 

Aged  65-72  

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

5 

4 

4 

6 

Aged  73  and  over   

4 

4 

6 

2 

2 

1 

7 

5 

6 

9 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries.  Retired  women  receive  benefits  based  on  their  own 
wage  record,  regardless  of  eligibility  as  widows;  Avidows  receive  benefits  based  on  husband's  wage  record. 

2  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
»  Relatives  or  friends  not  in  household. 
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Table  4.1. — Total  net  worth  and  net  worth  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units  aged 
65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  net  worth,  1962 


Total  net  worth 

Net  worth  less  home  equity 

Net  worth 

I^arried 

Non- 

Non- 

I^arried 

Non- 

Non- 

couples 

married 

men 

women 

men 

women 

Number  (thousands): 

Total 

5,445 

2,402 

6,329 

5,445 

2,402 

6,329 

Reporting  on  net  worth 

5,257 

2,091 

5  501 

5  119 

2  062 

5  353 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Negative.  

5 

5 

4 

11 

8 

7 

None  .   

6 

25 

22 

14 

31 

30 

$1-999   

5 

10 

10 

12 

13 

16 

$1,000-1,999    

4 

4 

5 

6 

5 

6 

$2,000-2.999   

3 

5 

4 

4 

6 

5 

$3,000-4,999     

6 

7 

7 

7 

6 

5 

$5,000-9,999   

14 

11 

13 

10 

11 

7 

$10,000-14,999.  __  

11 

8 

8 

6 

5 

4 

$15,000-19,999   

8 

5 

5 

5 

3 

2 

$20,000-24,999  

6 

4 

3 

3 

1 

1 

$25,000  or  more.   

20 

9 

9 

13 

7 

6 

Amount  not  reported  

13 

7 

12 

9 

5 

8 

$10,860 

$2,655 

$3,090 

$2,740 

$745 

$630 
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Table  4.2 — Total  assets  and  assets  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units  aged  65  and 
over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  value  of  assets,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Value  of  assets 


Married  couples 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


Total  assets 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  total 


Total  percent. 


5,445 
5,217 
100 


4,325 
4,162 
100 


1,120 
1,055 
100 


2,402 
2,086 
100 


1,599 
1,464 
100 


803 
622 
100 


6,329 
5,489 
100 


3,796 
3,415 
100 


None  

$1-999   

$1.000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-4,999  

$5,000-9,999  

$10,000-14,999-   

$15,000  or  more  

Amount  not  reported  


Median  value: 

All  reporting  units_ 
Units  with  assets.. 


Assets  less  home  equity 

Number  (thousands): 
Reporting  on  assets 
less  home  equity  . 

Total  percent  


$11,180 
13,000 


5,048 


$10,970 
12,600 


4,048 


$12,565 
15,000 


1,000 


$2,900 
6,920 


2,058 


$3,155 
7,030 


1.448 


$1,920 
6,700 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


610 
100 


$3,285 
6,820 


5,339 


$4,320 
6,880 


100 


3,325  2,014 


100 


None  

$1-999  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-4,999  

$5,000-9,999  

$10,000-14,999  

$15,000  or  more  

Amount  not  reported — 

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units  

Units  with  assets  less 
home  equity  


$2,950 
6,180 


$2,935 
6,060 


23 


$2,940 
6,940 


$790 
4,270 


11 


$995 
3,970 


$310 
5,220 


$610 
2,950 


$975 
3,090 
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Table  4.3. — Total  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over  with  assets — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  assets  by  type  of  asset,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Type  of  asset 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Total  assets  (percent) .  ... 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Financial  assets    

44 

44 

44 

40 

42 

37 

46 

45 

47 

Liquid  assets  

24 

24 

23 

28 

26 

30 

26 

27 

23 

Other  1  

20 

20 

21 

12 

16 

7 

20 

18 

24 

Equity  in  nonfarm  home  

31 

31 

32 

32 

34 

27 

34 

35 

32 

Investment  in  other  real  estate, 

business,  or  farm. .  .  ..   

25 

25 

24 

28 

25 

36 

20 

19 

22 

» Includes  marketable  securities  and  value  of  collectible  loans  to  others. 


Table  4.4 — Equity  in  nonfarm  home  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  amount  of  equity,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Amount  of  equity 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fi  cl- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

5.445 

4.325 

1.120 

2,402 

1,599 

803 

6,329 

3.786 

2.543 

Reporting  on  home  equity   

5.268 

4,192 

1 ,076 

2,125 

1,490 

635 

5,654 

3,528 

2,126 

Total  percent   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  '  

34 

33 

36 

65 

65 

66 

62 

60 

65 

$1-1,999  

3 

2 

3 

5 

3 

6 

2 

2 

3 

$2,000-2.999  

3 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

$3,000-3,999  

4 

4 

4 

3 

3 

4 

3 

2 

3 

$4,000-4,999  

3 

4 

1 

2 

2 

3 

2 

3 

1 

$5,000-6,999  

8 

9 

6 

5 

6 

4 

6 

6 

5 

$7,000-9,999  

11 

11 

10 

6 

6 

5 

7 

8 

6 

$10.000-14,999  

16 

16 

14 

5 

5 

4 

8 

9 

7 

$15,000  or  more  

17 

17 

21 

7 

8 

5 

9 

10 

8 

Median  equity  for  units  with  home 

equity    .  

$10,100 

$9,880 

$11 ,100 

$7,270 

$7,810 

$6,140 

$9,070 

$9,190 

$8,860 

*  Includes  farm  homeowners.    See  table  12.7  for  percent  of  units  that  own  homes. 
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Table  4.5. — Financial  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 
units  by  value  of  assets,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Value  of  financial  assets 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total   

5,445 

4,326 

1,120 

2,402 

1,599 

803 

6,329 

3,786 

2,543 

Reporting  on  financial  assets 

4,998 

4,006 

992 

2,057 

1,440 

617 

5,300 

3,286 

2,014 

Total  percent  .   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  -  .     

28 

27 

32 

41 

38 

49 

40 

34 

50 

$1-499  

10 

11 

9 

11 

11 

9 

12 

12 

12 

$500-999 

7 

7 

5 

6 

6 

6 

7 

8 

6 

$1,000-1,499  

5 

5 

4 

4 

4 

3 

5 

6 

4 

$1,500-1,999  

3 

4 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

3 

2 

$2,000-2,999- 

5 

6 

4 

7 

8 

5 

5 

6 

4 

$3,000-3,999  

5 

5 

5 

3 

3 

3 

4 

4 

3 

i$4,uuu— 4,yyy  _ 

3 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

1 

$5,000-6,999  

5 

6 

4 

5 

5 

6 

4 

5 

3 

$7,000-9,999  

5 

4 

5 

4 

5 

2 

3 

4 

3 

$10,000-14,999  

5 

5 

6 

5 

5 

5 

3 

4 

2 

$15,000  or  more.  _   

14 

13 

16 

7 

8 

6 

7 

7 

6 

Amount  not  reported. 

4 

4 

4 

3 

3 

3 

4 

4 

5 

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units . 

$1,340 

$1,355 

$1 , 270 

$390 

$525 

$35 

$400 

$710 

$20 

Units  with  financial  assets  . 

3,660 

3,490 

4,430 

2,740 

2,710 

2,840 

2,200 

2,350 

1,830 

Table  4.6. — Securities  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units 
by  value  of  securities,  1962 


Value  of  securities 

Married 
couples 

Nonmarried 
men 

Nonmarried 
women 

Number  (thousands): 

Total   

5,445 
5,262 

100 

2,402 
2,123 

100 

6,329 

Reporting  on  securities   -  

5,560 

Total  percent   . 

100 

None.  _      

86 

91 

90 

$1-999  

3 

2 

2 

$1,000-2,999  

2 

3 

2 

$3,000-4,999  

1 

(') 

1 

(1) 

1 

$5,000-9,999  

2 

$10,000-14.999  

1 

1 

1 

$15,000  or  more      

5 

2 

2 

Amount  not  reported  

1 

1 

Median  value  for  units  with  securities   

$7,150 

$5,000 

$5,000 

1  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  4.7. — Liquid  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 
units  by  value  of  assets,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Value  of  liquid  assets 

xsene- 

JNon- 

Uene- 

Non- 

13ene- 

JNon- 

_ 

1  otal 

nci- 

Dene- 

J.  Otal 

nci- 

bene- 

1  otal 

nci- 

Dene- 

aries 

nci- 

anes 

fici- 

aries 

nci- 

aries 

anes 

aries 

iNumDer  v^tnousancsj! 

Total 

^  AAK 

o ,  **o 

A  QOH 
4 ,  oZO 

1 ,  oyy 

803 

0 ,  ozy 

Q  TOR 

Z ,  o4o 

Q  QQ1 

o ,  yoi 

yyu 

1  A'it 

617 

O  ,  ZoO 

o ,  ^/y 

o  nnR 

1  nn 

lUU 

1  nn 

lUU 

1  nn 

inn 

100 

1  nn 

lUU 

1  nn 

1  nn 

None 

29 

28 

34 

42 

39 

50 

41 

35 

51 

!R1  — 4QQ 

1 1 
1 1 

1 1 

1  n 

1  o 

1  o 

J  J 

1  Q 
lo 

1  o 

$500-999  

g 

g 

Q 

g 

g 

5 

g 

g 

7 

$1,000-1,499  

5 

5 

5 

5 

6 

3 

6 

4 

4 

*i  "inn-i  QQQ 

4 

4 

3 

2 

3 

2 

3 

3 

2 

$2,000-2,999 

7 

7 

5 

7 

8 

5 

6 

6 

4 

$3,000-3,999  

5 

5 

5 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

3 

$4,000-4,999---   

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

2 

3 

3 

2 

$5,000-6,999  

7 

7 

6 

5 

5 

6 

5 

5 

4 

$7,000-9,999  

4 

4 

5 

4 

5 

1 

2 

3 

2 

$10,000-14,999  

5 

5 

5 

4 

3 

4 

3 

3 

2 

$15,000  or  more-  --.   

9 

9 

10 

5 

5 

5 

4 

5 

4 

Amount  not  reported  

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

3 

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units  

$1,110 

$1,150 

$960 

$320 

$450 

(^) 

$335 

$585 

0) 

Units  with  liquid  assets.     __  -_ 

3,010 

2,910 

3,540 

2.440 

2,410 

$2,530 

1,725 

1,845 

$1,460 

50  percent  or  more  have  no  liquid  assets. 


Table  4.8. — Face  value  of  life  insurance  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  value  of  insurance,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Face  value  of  life  insurance 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  .-  - 

5,445 

4,325 

1,120 

2,402 

1,599 

808 

6,329 

3,786 

2,543 

Reporting  on  insurance.   . 

5,291 

4,224 

1,067 

2,115 

1,481 

634 

5,697 

3,540 

2,157 

Total  percent..   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None.  --   .   -. 

32 

32 

31 

54 

51 

61 

55 

48 

67 

$1-499  

3 

3 

2 

6 

5 

7 

9 

8 

9 

$500-999  

6 

6 

4 

9 

11 

6 

16 

19 

11 

$1,000-1,499  

10 

10 

8 

12 

14 

9 

12 

15 

8 

$1,500-1,999  

7 

7 

7 

2 

3 

1 

3 

4 

1 

$2,000-2,999  

13 

14 

10 

7 

7 

7 

3 

3 

2 

$3,000-3,999  

7 

7 

7 

3 

3 

1 

1 

1 

(») 

$4,000-4,999  

4 

4 

4 

1 

1 

1 

0) 

(') 

$5,000-9,999  

9 

8 

12 

3 

4 

3 

1 

1 

1 

$10,000  or  more.-        .-  .-  

8 

6 

14 

3 

2 

4 

0) 

Face  value  not  reported.  .   

1 

(») 

2 

(1) 

0) 

1 

0) 

Median   value  for   units   with  in- 

surance  

$2,580 

$2,460 

$3,380 

$1,325 

$1,310 

$1,380 

$920 

$950 

$835 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  4.9. — Personal  debts  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 
units  by  amount  of  debt,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Amount  of  personal  debts 

Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  debts..   

Total  percent                      . . 

None                        -  _   

$1-499  

$500-999  

$1,000-1,499  

$1,500-1,999  

5,445 
5,393 

100 

4,325 
4 , 298 

100 

1,120 
1 ,095 

100 

2,402 
2 , 134 

100 

1,599 
1 ,496 

100 

803 
638 

100 

6,329 
5,760 

100 

3,786 
3,591 

100 

2,543 
2, 169 

100 

76 
15 
4 
2 

1 

$385 

76 
16 
4 
2 

1 

$370 

76 
13 
4 
3 
1 
2 

$470 

87 
7 
1 
1 

2 

$410 

87 
8 
1 

(•) 

1 
1 

$390 

89 
6 
1 
1 
2 
1 

$470 

88 
10 
1 

0) 
0) 

(') 

$290 

87 
10 
1 

0) 
0) 

(') 

$295 

90 
9 

(») 
(') 
(») 
(>) 

$275 

$2,000  or  more  

Median  amount  for  units  with  debts  

'  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  4.10. — Total  net  worth  and  net  worth  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units  aged 
65  and  over — Percent  with  positive  net  worth,  and  median  amount,  by  income  group 
and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  coupleB 

Nonmarriec 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Net  worth  a.nd.  income  group 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

arieB 

Total  net  worth 

Number  (thousands) : 

Reporting  on  income: 

Low  third 

1,572 

1,255 

317 

735 

405 

330 

1,867 

761 

1,106 

Middle  third.  _   

1 ,576 

1  392 

184 

708 

575 

133 

1  811 

1  232 

579 

High  third    ...             _  _ 

l!581 

l!l49 

432 

730 

508 

222 

l!863 

1^351 

512 

Reporting  on  net  worth: 

1 ,520 

1,206 

303 

615 

339 

276 

1 ,568 

665 

901 

Middle  income  third 

1,560 

1,378 

181 

643 

538 

106 

1,704 

1,158 

543 

High  income  third 

1,567 

1,142 

425 

713 

504 

210 

1,763 

1,316 

445 

Percent  with  net  worth: 

Low  income  third  .  

78 

80 

71 

49 

55 

43 

52 

56 

49 

Middle  income  third   

89 

89 

88 

65 

66 

62 

70 

76 

57 

High  income  third   

95 

97 

96 

87 

86 

96 

86 

87 

83 

Median  amount: 

All  reporting  units:  ^ 

Low  income  third 

$4,215 

$5,055 

$1,795 

(2) 

$230 

(*) 

$330 

$570 

$105 

Middle  income  third 

10,335 

10,225 

11 ,710 

$1 ,815 

1 ,605 

$3 , 450 

2,345 

2,960 

820 

High  income  third 

23,335 

23,810 

21,665 

9,010 

8,320 

11 ,060 

9,260 

9,350 

8,975 

Units  with  positive  net  worth: 

Low  income  third  

6,600 

7,120 

3,760 

4,100 

4,970 

3,330 

4, 110 

3,660 

4,450 

Middle  income  third  . 

12,000 

11,800 

14,250 

6,020 

5,820 

6,660 
12,800 

5,200 

5,060 

5,640 

High  income  third   

25,050 

24,400 

22,650 

11,600 

10,900 

11,600 

11,300 

12,800 

Net  worth  less  home  equity 

Number  reporting  on  net  worth 

less  home  equity  (thousands) : 

Low  income  third 

1,532 

1,223 

310 

615 

340 

274 

1,566 

670 

896 

Middle  income  third 

1,554 

1,372 

182 

646 

538 

108 

1,688 

1,156 

532 

High  income  third 

1,554 

1,134 

419 

708 

498 

209 

1,740 

1,299 

439 

Percent  with  net  worth  less  home 

equity: 

Low  income  third 

54 

55 

43 

37 

43 

28 

41 

45 

38 

Middle  income  third 

75 

75 

74 

59 

59 

58 

57 

63 

44 

High  income  third  

91 

91 

89 

80 

80 

81 

77 

77 

77 

Median  amount: 

All  reporting  units:  * 

Low  income  third.  _   

$275 

$350 

(2) 

(») 

(') 

(^) 

(«) 

(') 

(') 

Middle  income  third 

2,290 

2,380 

$1,645 

$510 

$510 

$475 

$380 

$665 

(») 

High  income  third   

11,980 

12,860 

9,525 

3,965 

3,475 

4,750 

2,935 

3,105 

$2,335 

Units  with  net  worth  less  home 

equity: 

Low  income  third  .   

2,930 

3,020 

2,410 

2,500 

2,770 

2,260 

1,800 

1,650 

2,060 

Middle  income  third 

4,650 

4,650 

4,600 

3,330 

3,130 

6,060 

2,110 

2,380 

1,220 

High  income  third   . 

14,350 

14,950 

12,300 

6,420 

6,320 

6,520 

6,420 

6,560 

5,700 

1  Includes  units  reporting  zero,  negative,  and  positive  net  worth;  units  reporting,  but  the  amount 
undetermined,  are  distributed  among  the  negative  and  positive  amounts,  but  not  for  zero. 
*  50  percent  or  more  have  no  net  worth. 
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Table  4.11. — Total  assets  and  assets  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units  aged  65  and 
over — Percent  with  assets,  and  median  amount,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary 
status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

AssGts  ftnd  income  s^^^P 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici-" 

bene" 

Total 

fici 

bene" 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici-" 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Total  assets 

^Tumber  (^hous&nds)  i 

Reporting  on  income! 

Low  third--  __  .   

1 ,569 

1 ,249 

318 

735 

405 

330 

1 ,866 

762 

1 , 104 

Middle  third  

1 ,573 

1 ,389 

184 

708 

574 

133 

1 , 811 

1 ,232 

578 

High  third 

1  [577 

1  i  147 

430 

730 

509 

221 

1 ',  860 

1  ^349 

511 

Reporting  on  total  assets; 

Low  income  third 

1 ,519 

1 ,216 

303 

615 

340 

275 

1 ,569 

666 

903 

iMiddle  income  third 

1  !556 

1 ',  372 

184 

644 

538 

106 

1  ^699 

1 , 155 

544 

High  income  third 

1 , 566 

1 ',  139 

427 

711 

502 

209 

1  [759 

1 1312 

447 

Percent  with  assets; 

Low  income  third 

80 

81 

74 

51 

58 

44 

54 

58 

51 

Middle  income  third 

90 

91 

90 

68 

69 

65 

72 

77 

60 

High  income  third  ._   

98 

98 

98 

90 

88 

93 

88 

89 

86 

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units: 

Low  income  third 

$4,495 

$5,250 

$2,150 

$90 

$665 

(1) 

$340 

$590 

$125 

IVIiddle  income  third 

10,475 

10,305 

11,955 

2,080 

1,750 

$3 , 500 

2,440 

3,065 

710 

High  income  third 

(2) 

(2) 

(^) 

9,510 

8,690 

1 1 ',  605 

9,450 

9,470 

9,320 

Units  with  assets: 

Low  income  third  . 

6,540 

7,060 

3,860 

4,200 

5,080 

3,270 

4, 180 

3,600 

4,570 

Middle  income  third 

1 1 ' 900 

1 1 ' 700 

13  900 

6  020 

5  900 

6,400 

5  300 

5  180 

5^680 

High  income  third 

I') 

11^850 

11 ',050 

12,850 

11 ',550 

11 ',250 

12 ',650 

Assets  less  hoTfie  CQuity 

Number  reporting  on  assets  less 

home  eQuity  (thousands) ; 

Low  income  third 

1 ,533 

1 ,225 

308 

613 

338 

274 

1 ,567 

674 

893 

^liddle  income  third 

1,539 

1 ,359 

180 

645 

537 

lOS 

1 ,684 

1,148 

536 

High  income  third 

1 ,549 

1 , 130 

419 

710 

501 

20s 

1,735 

1,295 

440 

Percent    with    assets    less  home 

equity: 

Low  income  third 

57 

58 

50 

39 

46 

30 

43 

47 

40 

\Iiddle  income  third 

77 

78 

76 

63 

63 

6C 

59 

64 

47 

High  income  third.  

94 

95 

92 

84 

84 

85 

80 

80 

80 

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units: 

Low  income  third  .          .  _ 

$315 

$405 

0) 

(») 

(') 

(1) 

0) 

0) 

Middle  income  third  - 

2,410 

2,530 

$1 , 785 

$490 

$470 

$575 

$350 

$645 

High  income  third 

12,185 

13,040 

9,710 

4,205 

3,815 

5,085 

3,090 

3,400 

$2,425 

Units    with    assets    less  home 

equity: 

Low  income  third.  . 

2,780 

2,860 

2,380 

2,410 

2.550 

2,250 

1,605 

1,410 

2,000 

Middle  income  third 

4,390 

4,430 

3,850 

3,000 

2,930 

3,750 

2,000 

2,290 

1,125 

High  income  third 

13,700 

14,350 

11,650 

6,160 

6,020 

6,320 

6,140 

6,320 

5,360 

1  50  percent  or  more  have  no  assets. 
>  More  than  $15,000. 
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Table  4.12. — ^Personal  debts  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  debts,  and 
median  amount,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Income  group 


Number  (thousands): 

Reporting  on  income: 

Low  third  

Middle  third  

High  third  

Reporting  on  debt: 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  

Percent  with  debt: 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  

Median  amount  for  units  with  debts 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  


Married  couples 


Total 


1,569 
1,573 
1,577 

1,555 
1,572 
1,574 


$315 
360 
700 


Bene- 
fici- 


1,249 
1,389 
1,147 

1,243 
1,390 
1,144 


$305 
345 
715 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


318 
184 
430 

312 
182 
430 


$360 
465 
630 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


735 
708 
730 

617 
653 
722 


$290 
350 
820 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


405 
574 
509 

341 
546 
509 


(•) 

$325 
625 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


330 
133 
221 

276 
107 
213 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


1,866 
1,811 
1,860 

1,619 
1,731 
1,778 


$270 
260 
335 


Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 


Table  4.13. — Total  assets  and  personal  debts  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent 
with  assets  and  debts,  and  median  amount,  by  type  of  asset  and  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Type  of  asset 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

Percent  with — 

Financial  assets 

48 

72 

92 

33 

58 

82 

40 

56 

78 

Equity  in  nonf arm  home  

56 

69 

72 

25 

30 

45 

26 

38 

47 

Investment  in  other  real  estate, 

business,  or  farm.  .   

24 

24 

34 

15 

13 

26 

6 

10 

22 

Personal  debts   

28 

26 

22 

10 

11 

17 

10 

14 

13 

Median  amount: 

All  reporting  units: 

Financial  assets.        .  . 

$1,195 

$6 , 650 

$320 

$2 , 525 

(1) 

$220 

$1,960 

Equity  in  nonfarm  home 

$1,695 

5,935 

10,260 

(1) 

(1) 

0) 

(1) 

Investment  in  other  real  estate, 

business,  or  farm    .     .  . 

(') 

0) 

(1) 

(!) 

(») 

(1) 

(1) 

(') 

Personal  debts. 

(1) 

(>) 

(1) 

(') 

(») 

(>) 

0) 

Unit  with  item: 

Financial  assets  _ 

1,375 

2,890 

7,930 

1,110 

2,520 

3,750 

1,355 

1,405 

4,050 

Equity  in  nonfarm  home  . 

6,120 

9,160 

13,800 

3,720 

6,200 

9,190 

6,480 

7,360 

11,050 

Investment  in  other  real  estate, 

business,  or  farm 

5,760 

9,310 

5,000 

7,000 

10,400 

4,500 

6,920 

11,950 

315 

360 

700 

290 

350 

820 

270 

260 

335 

1  50  percent  or  more  do  not  have  the  item. 
'  More  than  $15,000. 
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Table  4.14.— Total  net  worth  and  net  worth  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units 
aged  62  and  over — -Percent  with  positive  net  worth,  and  median  amount,  by  age  and 
beneficiary  status,  1962 


Net  worth  and  age 

Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Total 

Benefi- 
ciaries 

Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 

Total 

Benefi- 
ciaries 

Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 

Total 

Benefi- 
ciaries 

Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 

Total  net  worth 



Number  (thousands): 

Aged  62-64: 

Total- 

1 ,785 

456 

1 ,320 

380 

124 

256 

814 

406 

408 

Reporting  on  net 

worth 

1,728 

450 

1,278 

303 

99 

205 

758 

391 

367 

Aged  65-72: 

Total 

3,346 

2,542 

804 

1 ,077 

724 

353 

2,797 

1 ,972 

825 

Reporting  on  net 

worth  _  _ 

3,233 

2,469 

764 

977 

677 

298 

2,547 

1 ,838 

711 

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total            -  .  __- 

2 , 101 

1 , 784 

317 

1 ,324 

874 

450 

3 ,533 

1 ,818 

1 ,715 

Reporting  on  net 

worth  _   

2,023 

1 ,724 

300 

1 , 113 

788 

325 

2  ,951 

1 ,584 

1 .368 

Percent  with  positive 

net  worth: 

Aged  62-64-            .  . 

88 

83 

*90 

68 

63 

70 

76 

75 

77 

Aged  65-72 

89 

85 

90 

67 

68 

65 

72 

77 

60 

Aged  73  and  over 

86 

87 

76 

69 

72 

60 

69 

76 

61 

Median  amount: 

All  reporting  units:  ^ 

Aged  62-64  

$10,990 

$6 , 780 

$12,485 

$1 ,350 

$695 

$1,950 

$5,285 

$4,065 

$6 , 430 

Aged  65-72 

11 ,615 

10,875 

15,230 

2,480 

2,270 

3,210 

3,765 

4,625 

1 ,445 

Aged  73  and  over  

9,765 

10,270 

5,625 

2,810 

3,820 

855 

2,625 

3,635 

1,460 

Units  with  positive 

net  worth" 

Aged  62-64  

12,900 

9,460 

14, 100 

4,680 

3  ,830 

5,600 

9,310 

7,660 

11,000 

Aged  65-72   

13,650 

12,850 

17,050 

6,580 

5,960 

8,620 

7,600 

7,420 

8,440 

Aged  73  and  over  

12, 150 

12,250 

10,350 

7,690 

8,500 

5,780 

6,220 

6,360 

5,940 

Net  worth  less  home  equity 

Number  reporting  on 

net  worth  less  home 

equity  (thousands): 

Aged  62-64                .  . 

1 ,677 

446 

1 ,231 

305 

99 

205 

745 

385 

362 

Aged  05-72  

3,146 

2,406 

739 

967 

671 

297 

2,471 

1 ,782 

690 

Aged  73  and  over  . 

1,972 

1,676 

295 

1 ,097 

783 

314 

2,879 

1,556 

1,324 

Percent  with  net  worth 

less  home  equity: 

Aged  62-64  

71 

62 

74 

56 

48 

60 

61 

57 

66 

Aged  65-72  

73 

72 

76 

59 

60 

58 

60 

65 

49 

Aged  73  and  over 

73 

75 

62 

60 

65 

48 

58 

65 

50 

Median  amount: 

All  reporting  units:  ^ 

Aged  62-64  

$2,750 

$1,210 

$4,510 

$465 

(2) 

$995 

$865 

$450 

$1,825 

Aged  65-72  

2,685 

2,320 

3,615 

725 

$695 

860 

695 

920 

30 

Aged  73  and  over  

2,795 

3,050 

825 

750 

1,240 

575 

910 

170 

Units  with  net  worth 

less  home  equity: 

Aged  62-64  

6,720 

4,450 

7,480 

3,440 

1,450 

5,100 

4,210 

3.000 

5.260 

Aged  65-72  

7,090 

6,780 

8,440 

4,180 

3,580 

5,400 

3,580 

3,580 

3,010 

Aged  73  and  over  

6,000 

6,140 

4,710 

4,870 

4,750 

5,220 

2.780 

2.890 

2.560 

•  Includes  units  reporting  zero,  negative,  and  positive  net  worth;  units  reporting,  but  the  amount 
undetermined,  are  distributed  among  the  negative  and  positive  amounts,  but  not  for  zero. 
3  50  percent  or  more  have  no  net  worth. 
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Table  4.15. — Total  assets  and  assets  less  nonfarm  home  equity  for  units  aged  62  and 
over — ^Percent  with  assets,  and  median  amount,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


and  age 


Married  couples 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Total  assets 

Number  (thousands) : 
Aged  62-64: 

Total  

Reporting  on  total 

assets  

Aged  65-72: 

Total  

Reporting  on  total 

assets  

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total  

Reporting  on  total 
assets  

Percent  with  assets: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Units  with  assets: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Assets  less  home  equity 

Number  reporting  on 
assets  less  home 
equity  (thousands): 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Percent  with  assets  less 
home  equity: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Units  with  assets  less 
home  equity: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  


1,785 
1,707 
3,346 
3,210 
2,101 
2,007 


$11,485 
12,020 


12,850 
13,600 
12,050 


1,636 
3,073 
1,955 


$3,345 
2,900 
2,980 


6,240 
6,520 
5,760 


465 
447 
2,542 
2,455 
1,784 
1,707 


$7,475 
11,345 
10,455 

9,520 
12,900 
12,250 


440 
2,388 
1,660 


1,320 
1,260 
804 
755 
317 
300 


$12,860 
15,000 
5,850 

13,950 
15,000 
9,790 


1,196 
705 
295 


$1,430 
2,640 
3.270 


4,120 
6,140 
5,980 


$4,605 
3,810 
920 


6,740 
8,290 
4,360 


380 
299 
1,077 
974 
1,324 
1,112 


$1,595 
2,880 
2.920 

4.410 
6,420 
7,630 


304 
962 
1,096 


$405 
830 
750 


3,140 
3,970 
4,630 


124 
96 
724 
677 
874 
787 


$360 
2,595 
3,915 

3,870 
5,900 
8,440 


100 
667 
781 


0) 

$790 
1.495 


1.625 
3.430 
4.540 


256 
203 
353 
297 
450 
325 


$1,970 
3,500 


5,000 
8,500 
5.840 


204 
295 
315 


$940 
(1) 


3,870 
5,260 
5,180 


814 
768 
2,797 
2,544 
3,533 
2,945 


$5,380 
4.030 
2.795 

8.800 
7,570 
6.300 


752 
2,462 
2,877 


$1,050 
730 
505 


3.380 
2,710 


406 
397 
1,972 
1,833 
1.818 
1,582 

80 
80 
79 


$4,340 
4,835 
3,780 

7,330 
7,450 
6,380 


389 
1,769 
1,556 


62 


$375 
980 
965 


2,850 
3,640 
2.780 


1  50  percent  or  more  have  no  assets. 
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Table  4.16. — Financial  assets  for  units  aged  62  and  over- 
median  amount,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


-Percent  with  assets,  and 


Number  (thousands): 

Aged  62-64: 

Total  

Reporting  on  financial  assets. 

Aged  65-72: 

Total  

Reporting  on  financial  assets. 

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total  

Reporting  on  financial  assets. 

Percent  with  financial  assets: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Units  with  financial  assets: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  


Married  couples 


Total 


1,785 
1,615 


3,346 
3,067 


2,101 
1.931 


$1,025 
1,265 
1,530 

2,810 
3,380 
4,140 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


465 
429 


2,542 
2,363 


1,784 
1,643 


$425 
1,095 
1,955 

1,295 
2,950 
4,320 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


1,320 
1,186 


804 
704 


317 
288 


$1,465 
2,225 
250 

3,400 
5,000 
3,230 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


380 
304 

1,077 
958 

1,324 
1,099 


$225 
435 
345 

1,750 
2,560 
2,910 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


124 
102 


724 
662 


874 
778 


(•) 

$435 


1,080 
2,410 
2,950 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Nonmarried  women 


256 
202 


353 
296 


450 
321 


$495 
440 

0) 

2,310 
2,820 
3,000 


Total 


814 
745 


2,797 
2,457 


3,533 
2,843 


$360 
445 
365 

2,430 
2,310 
2,110 


1  50  percent  or  more  have  no  assets. 


Table  4.17. — Personal  debts  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent  with  debts, 
median  amount,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


and 


Married  couples 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


Number  (thousands): 

Aged  62-64: 

Total  

Reporting  on  debt  

Aged  65-72: 

Total  

Reporting  on  debt  

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total  

Reporting  on  debt  

Percent  with  debt: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  .  

Aged  73  and  over  

Median  amount  for  units  with  debts. 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  


1,785 
1,763 


3,346 
3,307 


2,101 
2,086 


465 
460 


2,542 
2,527 


1,784 
1,771 


$545 
405 
340 


$455 
385 
340 


320 
303 


804 
780 


317 
315 


$610 
520 

(') 


380 
314 


1,077 


1,324 
1,145 


$425 
430 
380 


124 
107 


724 
683 


874 
813 


(•) 

$380 
400 


256 
207 


353 
306 


450 

332 


$460 
900 

(') 


814 
783 


2,797 
2,669 


3,533 
3,091 


$335 
290 
290 


•  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  4.18. — Changes  in  financial  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  type  of  change,  by  value  of  assets  and  hospitaUzation  status 
1962 


Financial  assets  and 
type  of  change 


>}uniber  (thousands): 

Reporting  i  

$0-499  

$500-1,999.-  

$2,000  or  more  

Percent  reporting  >  

Increase  

Decrease  

No  change  

$0-499  

Increase  

Decrease  

No  change  

$500-1,999  

Increase  

Decrease  

No  change  

$2,000  or  more  

Increase  

Decrease  

No  change  


Married  couples 


Nonmarried  men 


in 

Not  in 

In 

XT 

Not  in 

In 

■NT 

Not  in 

Total 

any 

any 

Total 

any 

any 

Total 

any 

any 

medical 

medical 

medical 

medical 

medical 

medical 

facility 

facility 

facility 

facility 

facility 

facility 

4,426 

1,096 

3,330 

1,856 

316 

1,542 



4,806 

709 

4,096 

1 , 632 

408 

1 ,225 

952 

166 

786 

2 , 522 

379 

2 , 143 

715 

172 

543 

231 

24 

209 

780 

118 

661 

2 ,079 

516 

1 ,562 

673 

126 

547 

1 ,504 

212 

1 ,292 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

10 

9 

10 

7 

9 

7 

6 

5 

6 

17 

24 

15 

15 

22 

13 

17 

29 

15 

73 

67 

75 

78 

69 

80 

77 

66 

80 

1  nn 

1  nn 

LUU 

LUU 

LUU 

LUU 

100 

100 

2 

2 

3 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

15 

21 

13 

8 

5 

9 

10 

21 

8 

82 

77 

84 

90 

94 

89 

88 

78 

90 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

10 

8 

11 

6 

4 

7 

8 

7 

22 

30 

19 

26 

26 

26 

53 

22 

68 

63 

69 

69 

70 

67 

38 

71 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

16 

15 

16 

16 

18 

15 

12 

12 

12 

17 

25 

15 

20 

43 

15 

24 

31 

23 

67 

60 

69 

64 

39 

70 

65 

58 

66 

Nonmarried  women 


1  Includes  those  reporting  on  assets  and  changes  and  stay  in  any  medical  facility. 
'  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 


Table  4.19. — Changes  in  financial  assets  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  type  of  change,  by  value  of  assets  and  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried 

women 

Financial  assets  and 

type  of  change 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

Number  (thousands): 

Reporting  on  income  

1,569 

1,573 

1,578 

735 

708 

730 

1,866 

1.810 

1,860 

Reporting  on  assets  and  change.. 

1,338 

1,429 

1,398 

560 

593 

651 

1,481 

1,567 

1,548 

$0-499  

824 

515 

180 

436 

312 

172 

1,030 

887 

528 

$500-1,999  

212 

294 

168 

53 

75 

104 

212 

291 

231 

$2,000  or  more  

302 

620 

1,050 

71 

206 

375 

239 

389 

789 

Percent  reporting   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Increase   

3 

7 

20 

3 

5 

14 

3 

4 

9 

Decrease    

17 

21 

14 

12 

14 

18 

15 

17 

19 

No  change.  

80 

72 

66 

85 

82 

69 

82 

79 

72 

$0-499  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Increase  

1 

3 

7 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

Decrease                      .  ._  

11 

19 

21 

6 

8 

13 

9 

10 

12 

No  change    _. 

88 

78 

73 

91 

92 

84 

90 

88 

86 

$500-1,999  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Increase  

6 

10 

16 

8 

3 

8 

8 

5 

8 

Decrease  .   

25 

22 

17 

36 

19 

26 

24 

30 

25 

69 

68 

68 

57 

79 

66 

68 

66 

67 

$2,000  or  more   ... 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Increase   _ 

4 

9 

24 

3 

11 

20 

8 

9 

14 

Decrease  

28 

22 

12 

31 

22 

17 

33 

22 

21 

No  change    

68 

70 

65 

66 

67 

62 

59 

68 

64 
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Table  4.20. — Changes  in  financial  assets  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  type  of  change,  by  value  of  assets  and  age,  1962 


Financial  assets  and 
type  of  change 


Married  couples 


Aged 
62-64 


Aged 
65-72 


Aged 
73 
and 


Nonmarried  men 


Aged 
62-64 


Aged 
65-72 


Aged 
73 
and 
over 


Nonmarried  women 


Aged 
62-64 


Number  (thousands): 

Reporting  on  assets  and  change 

$0-499  

$500-1,999  

$2,000  or  more  

Percent  reporting  

Increase  

Decrease  

No  change  

$0-499  

Increase  

Decrease  

No  change  

$500-1,999  

Increase  

Decrease  

No  change  

$2,000  or  more  

Increase  

Decrease  

No  change  


1,426 
539 
276 
611 

100 
14 
18 
68 

100 
5 
18 
77 

100 
9 
22 
68 

100 
24 
17 

59 


2,697 
993 
469 

1,235 

100 
11 
17 
72 

100 
3 
16 
81 

100 
11 
20 
68 

100 
17 
16 


1,730 
640 
246 
844 

100 
8 
18 
74 

100 
2 
14 
84 

100 
9 
24 
67 

100 
13 
19 
68 


279 
159 
41 
79 

100 
16 
10 
74 

100 
4 
8 
89 


100 
35 
13 
52 


867 
437 
120 
310 

100 
8 
15 
77 

100 
2 
7 
91 

100 
7 
24 


100 
17 
24 


990 
514 
112 
364 

100 
7 
14 
79 

100 
1 
10 
89 

100 
55 
27 
68 

100 
15 
17 


678 

355 
98 
225 

100 
10 
19 
71 

100 
2 
16 
82 

100 
13 
24 
63 

100 
22 
22 
56 


*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 


Table  4.21. — Comparison  of  assets  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  value  of  assets,  by  type  of  asset,  1957  and  1962 


Marital  status  and  value  of  assets 

Total  assets 

Equity 

in  home 

Financial  assets 

1957  I 

1962 

1957  1 

1962 

1957  » 

1962 

Married  couples  ' 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None   

12 

11 

6 

35 

33 

28 

28 

$1-999-   

7 

1 

19 

18 

$1,000-2,999  

8 
9 

8 
6 

6 

6 

18 

14 

$3,000-4,999  

9 

7 

8 

8 

$5,000-9,999  

19 

17 

26 

21 

11 

11 

$10,000-14,999-   

15 

14 

13 

17 

}  - 

$15,000  or  more.-   

30 

37 

9 

17 

20 

$8,790 

$11,210 

$4,760 

$6,000 

$1,270 

$1,480 

Nonmarried  persons  ' 

Percent  reporting  *  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None   

32 

24 

65 

62 

43 

36 

$1-999  

14 
9 

12 

2 

1 

21 

20 

$1,000-2,999  

12 

5 

3 

13 
9 

16 

$3,000-4,999- _   

8 

8 

6 

5 

7 

$5,000-9,999  

15 
8 

16 

14 

13 

7 

10 

$10,000-14,999  

10 

6 

8 

12 

$15,000  or  more   .. 

15 

20 

3 

9 

}  ' 

Median  value   -- 

$1,915 

$3,750 

$255 

S660 

'  Based  on  data  from  1957  survey. 

^  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

'  Cases  not  reporting  amount  assumed  to  have  same  distribution  as  those  providing  complete  informa- 
tion. <  50  percent  or  more  have  no  home  equity. 
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Table  5.3. — Improvement  in  income  for  units  aged  65  and  over  by  addition  of 
prorated  assets — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  extent  of  improvement,  by 
beneficiary  status  and  actual  income,  1962 


Beneficiary  status 
and  actual  income 


Number 
reporting  i 
(thousands) 


Percent  with 


Total 
percent 


No  improve- 
ment * 


Moderate 
improve- 
ment * 


Total 

Married  couples: 

Less  than  $1,000  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3.999  

$4,000-4,999  

Nonmarried  men: 

Less  than  $1,000  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000-4,999  

Nonmarried  women: 
Less  than  $1,000.__ 

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999.  

$4,000-4,999  

Beneficiaries 


Married  couples: 
Less  than  $1,000_ 

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000-4,999  

Nonmarried  men: 
Less  than  $1,000_ 

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000^3,999  

Nonmarried  women: 
Less  than  $1,000_. 

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  


Nonbeneficiariea 

Married  couples: 

Less  than  $1 ,000  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000-4,999.  

Nonmarried  men: 

Less  than  $1,000  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

Nonmarried  women: 

Less  than  $1,000  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  


224 
1,007 
1,097 
713 
453 

677 
767 
339 
101 
67 


,572 
,698 
487 
141 
61 


138 
816 
1,001 
606 
367 

367 
623 
278 
72 

1,213 
1,272 
354 
93 


87 
193 

96 
109 

85 

311 
147 
61 
29 

,359 
427 
134 
48 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 
100 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 


V) 


100 
100 
100 


81 


85 


(•) 


(•) 


(•) 


(•) 


(•) 


11 


1  Based  on  survey  units  reporting  both  amount  of  money  income  and  amount  of  assets. 

*  Refers  to  actual  income  with  prorated  assets  excluding  equity  in  nonfarm  home.  Actual  income  less 
income  from  assets  plus  the  portion  of  asset  holdings  that  would  have  been  available  for  spending  annually 
if  all  assets  were  prorated  over  the  average  remaining  years  of  life  of  the  unit,  with  a  4-percent  annual 
return.  Sex  diflferentials  in  longevity  included  in  computation.  For  couples,  proration  based  on  joint 
probability  of  number  of  years  remaining  for  husband  and  wife  together  and  number  either  spouse  might 
survive  alone  to  draw  two-thirds  of  asset  holdings  available  to  couple  annually. 

'  Income  with  prorated  assets  in  same  class  or  class  below  actual  income. 

*  Income  with  prorated  assets  1  class  above  actual  income. 

*  Income  with  prorated  assets  2  or  more  classes  above  actual  income. 

*  Distribution  between  "moderate  improvement"  and  "appreciable  improvement"  not  available. 
^  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  5.4. — Median  actual  income  and  income  with  prorated  assets  for  units  aged 
62  and  over — Median  income,  by  age,  equity  in  nonfarm  home,  and  beneficiary  status, 
1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Age 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 



Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Median  amount:  ' 

Actual  income: 

Aged  62-64  

$5 , 200 

$2,950 

$5,900 

$1,775 

$1,375 

$2 , 685 

$1,610 

$1,395 

$2 , 205 

Aged  65-72  

3,340 

3,050 

4,750 

1,765 

1,720 

1,980 

1,280 

1,400 

855 

Aged  73  and  over  

2,325 

2,425 

1,680 

1,165 

1,260 

860 

885 

1,035 

720 

Income  with  prorated  assets:  ^ 

Excluding  home  equity: 

Aged  62-64  

5,395 

2,920 

6,155 

1,900 

1,410 

2,925 

1,645 

1,385 

2,330 
890 

Aged  65-72  

3,480 

3,260 

4,890 

1,925 

1,855 

2 , 250 

1,335 

1,475 

Aged  73  and  over  _   

2,640 

2,745 

1,850 

1,335 

1,450 

920 

975 

1,200 

795 

Including  home  equity: 

Aged  62-64  

5,930 

3,310 

6,705 

2,000 

1,510 

2,940 

2,080 

1,755 

2,805 

Aged  65-72  

4,105 

3,865 

5,785 

2,120 

2,035 

2,420 
980 

1,575 

1,750 

1,055 

Aged  73  and  over   

3,300 

3,380 

2,355 

1,550 

1,855 

1,250 

1,485 

930 

'  For  actual  income,  based  on  survey  units  reporting  amount  of  money  received.  For  income  with 
prorated  assets,  based  on  survey  units  reporting  both  amount  of  money  income  and  amount  of  assets. 
Median  actual  income  of  those  reporting  on  both  money  income  and  asset  holdings  would  probably  vary 
slightly  from  the  amount  estimated  from  the  larger  base,  particularly  for  units  aged  62-64. 

2  Actual  income  less  income  from  assets  plus  the  portion  of  asset  holdings  that  would  have  been 
available  for  spending  annually  if  all  assets  were  prorated  over  the  average  remaining  years  of  life  of 
the  unit,  with  a  4-percent  annual  return.  Sex  differentials  in  longevity  included  in  computation.  For 
couples,  proration  based  on  joint  probability  of  number  of  years  remaining  for  husband  and  wife  together 
and  number  either  spouse  might  survive  alone  to  draw  two-thirds  of  asset  holdings  available  to  couple 
annually. 


Table  6.1. — Beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Number,  by  marital  and  entitle- 
ment status,  1962 


Marital  and  entitlement  status 


Number 
(thousands) 


Marital  and  entitlement  status 


Number 
(thousands) 


Married  couples  

Retired  men  i  

Wife  entitled  2  

On  husband's  record  only  

On  own  record  only  

Both  on  husband's  and  own 

record  

Wife  not  entitled  

Retired    women,    husband  not 
entitled  1  


3,735 
3,560 
2,779 
2,136 
455 

187 
781 

175 


Nonmarried  men  and  women  1  

Retired  men  

Retired  women  

Widowed  

Divorced,     separated,  never 

married  

Aged  widows  

Entitled  on  husband's  record 

only  

Entitled  on  husband's  and  own 
record   


1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
'  Includes  wives  entitled  part  year. 
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Table  6.2. — Primary  insurance  amount  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  primary  insurance  amount,  by  marital  and  entitle- 
ment status,  1962 


Primary  insurance  amount  i 

Number 

IV^EritSil  Sriicl  6ntitl6ni6iit  ststtus 

(thousands) 

Total 

$40 

$41-59 

$60-99 

$100 

percent 

and  over 

Married  couples.    

3,735 

100 

9 

9 

41 

41 

Retired  men  2  __  _ 

3,560 

100 

8 

8 

41 

43 

Wife  entitled  »  

2,779 

100 

8 

7 

43 

42 

Wife  not  entitled.  

781 

100 

7 

12 

36 

45 

Retired  women,  husband  not  entitled 

175 

100 

25 

23 

43 

9 

Nonmarried  men  and  women  ^  

4,900 

100 

18 

15 

48 

19 

Retired  men       _        _   .  _ 

1,490 

100 

15 

15 

43 

27 

Retired  women   _ 

1,908 

100 

27 

15 

46 

11 

Aged  widows.   

1,502 

100 

10 

14 

54 

22 

1  Relates  to  that  of  the  man  when  both  husband  and  wife  are  entitled  and  to  that  of  the  deceased 
husband  of  an  aged  widow. 

2  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
*  Includes  wives  entitled  part  year. 


Table  6.3. — Primary  insurance  amount  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Per- 
centage distribution  of  units  by  marital  and  entitlement  status,  by  primary  insurance 
amount,  1962 


Primary  insurance  amount  ^ 

Marital  and  entitlement  status 

Total 

$40 

$41-59 

$60-99 

$100  and 

over 

Married  couples 

Number  (thousands)  

3,735 

328 

338 

1,539 

1,530 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Retired  men  *    _  ..      

95 

87 

88 

95 

99 

Wife  entitled  »    .  .  ...  ...  ...  . 

74 

69 

61 

77 

76 

On  husband's  record  only   _.   

57 

47 

52 

60 

58 

On  own  record  only     ._ 

12 

22 

9 

13 

10 

With  minimum  primary  insurance  amount  

3 

12 

2 

5 

Above  minimum  primary  insurance  amount  

9 

10 

7 

9 

10 

Both  on  husband's  and  own  record  

5 

4 

9 

With  minimum  primary  insurance  amount  _ 

4 

3 

6 

Above  minimum  primary  insurance  amount  

1 

1 

2 

21 

17 

27 

18 

23 

Retired  women,  husband  not  entitled  ^                  _  . 

5 

13 

12 

5 

1 

Nonmarried  men  and  women  ^ 

Number  (thousands)                     ...   . 

4,900 

888 

725 

2,337 

950 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Retired  men                      .   .  

30 

24 

31 

28 

43 

Retired  women    ....  .  

39 

59 

40 

38 

23 

Widowed 

29 

48 

30 

27 

13 

Divorced,  separated,  never  married..  .  . 

10 

10 

10 

10 

31 

17 

29 

35 

34 

Entitled  on  husband's  record.        .  ... 

27 

17 

27 

31 

28 

Entitled  on  husband's  and  own  record            .  . 

3 

3 

4 

6 

With  minimum  primary  insurance  amount    _.  . 

2 

2 

2 

3 

Above  minimum  primary  insurance  amount  .. 

2 

1 

2 

4 

'  Relates  to  that  of  the  man  when  both  husband  and  wife  are  entitled  and  to  that  of  the  deceased 
husband  of  an  aged  widow. 

2  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
*  Includes  wives  entitled  part  year. 
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Table  6.4. — Median  income  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Median  income, 
by  marital  status  and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 


Primary  insurance  amount 

Marital  status 

Total 

$40 

$41-59 

$60-99 

$100  and 

over 

Married  couples:  Retired  men  1 

$2,675 

$1,635 

$1 ,910 

$2,345 

$3,460 

Nonmarried  men  and  women:  i 

Retired  men. 

1.375 

850 

1,025 

1.380 

2,150 

Retired  women    

1,300 

860 

1,180 

1 ,420 

2,590 

Aged  widows  2_  .   

1,105 

690 

925 

975 

1,525 

Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

Primary  insurance  amount  relates  to  that  of  the  deceased  husband. 


Table  6.5. — Income  from  earnings  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over— Percent 
with  earnings,  by  marital  status  and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 


Primary  insurance  amount 

Marital  status 

Total 

$40 

$41-59 

$60-99 

$100 and 

over 

Married  couples:  Retired  men  i  ^ 

46 

41 

50 

49 

43 

Nonmarried  men  and  women:  * 

Retired  men 

24 

17 

27 

21 

26 

Retired  women..     _ 

34 

24 

28 

37 

39 

Aged  widows  ^    ___   .  

17 

14 

17 

12 

19 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

2  Includes  earnings  of  wives. 

'  Primary  insvurance  amount  relates  to  that  of  the  deceased  husband. 


Table  6.6. — Retirement  income  other  than  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary  units 
aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  such  income,  and  median  amount,  by  marital  status 
and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 


Marital  status 

Total 

Primary  insurance  amount 

$40 

$41-59 

$60-99 

$100 

and  over 

Per- 
cent 

Median 

Per- 
cent 

Median 

Per- 
cent 

Median 

Per- 
cent 

Median 

Per- 
cent 

Median 

Married  couples; 

Retired  men  •  

72 

$835 

45 

$1,215 

54 

$1,000 

67 

$605 

87 

$1,000 

Nonmarried  men  and 

women:  i 

Retired  men       .  . 

59 

585 

45 

650 

37 

570 

62 

455 

76 

730 

Retired  women  

59 

385 

45 

420 

52 

190 

64 

275 

89 

850 

Aged  widows  ^  

58 

295 

33 

535 

57 

190 

59 

225 

70 

550 

'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

'  Primary  insurance  amount  relates  to  that  of  the  deceased  husband. 
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Table  6.7. — Retirement  income  other  than  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary  units 
aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  such  income  from  specified  sources,  by  marital  status 
and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 


Retirement  sources  other  than  OASDHI 


Total 


Primary  insurance  amount 


$40 


$41-59 


$60-99 


Married  couples 

Retired  men:  i 

Employer  pensions,  public  and  private,  other  than 

OASDHI  

Veterans'  pensions  and  compensations  

Assets  

Private  annuities  


Nonmarried  men  and  women  * 
Retired  men: 

Employer  pensions,  public  and  private,  other  than 

OASDHI  

Veterans*  pensions  and  compensations  

Assets  

Private  annuities  


Retired  women: 

Employer  pensions,  public  and  private,  other  than 

OASDHI    

Veterans'  pensions  and  compensations  


Private  annuities. 


Aged  widows:  ' 

Employer  pensions,  public  and  private,  other  than 

OASDHI     

Veterans'  pensions  and  compensations  


Private  annuities. 


12 


47 


'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

'  Primary  insurance  amount  relates  to  that  of  the  deceased  husband. 


Table  6.8. — "Less  than  adequate"  income  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percent  with  such  income,  by  marital  status  and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 


Marital  status 

Total 

Primary  insurance  amount 

$40 

$41-59 

$60-99 

$100  and 
over 

Married  couples:  Retired  men  i  ^  

45 

80 

65 

56 

23 

Nonmarried  men  and  women:'  * 

Retired  men  

66 

92 

85 

69 

37 

Retired  women  

69 

87 

76 

66 

22 

Aged  widows  '   

81 

96 

87 

84 

65 

1  "Less  than  adequate"  defined  as  less  than  $2,500  for  married  couples;  $1,800  for  nonmarried  persons. 
*  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

^  Primary  insurance  amount  relates  to  that  of  the  deceased  husband. 
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Table  6.9. — Public  assistance  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  receiv- 
ing assistance,  by  marital  status  and  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 


Primary  insurance  amount 

Marital  status 

Total 

$40 

$41-59 

$60-99 

$100  and 

over 

Married  couples:  Retired  men  '   .  

7 

28 

20 

6 

(») 

Nonmarried  men  and  women:  ' 

Retired  men.  -     

10 

27 

21 

8 

1 

Retired  women    

10 

21 

18 

4 

1 

8 

22 

14 

9 

1 

'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
2  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 

'  Primary  insurance  amount  relates  to  that  of  the  deceased  husband. 


Table  6.10. — ^Income  for  widowed  bene- 
ficiaries aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  widows  by  income,  by 
type  of  benefit,  1962 


Income 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  income 

Total  percent  

Less  than  $1,000  

$1.000-1,499  

$1,500-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000  and  over  

Median  income  


Widows 


Retired  Survivor 


$1,200 


1,402 

1,502 

1,266 

1,325 

100 

100 

41 

44 

22 

27 

15 

16 

14 

7 

8 

5 

$1 , 105 


Table  6.11. — ^Income  other  than  retire- 
ment benefits  for  widowed  beneficiaries 
aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  such 
income  from  specified  sources,  by  type 
of  benefit,  1962 


Source  of  income 


Earnings  

Veterans'  benefits  

Interest,  dividends,  rents  

Private  individual  annuities 

Pub  he  assistance  

Contributions  by  relatives  ^ 


Widows 


Re- 
tired 


Sur- 
vivor 


33 

17 

7 

8 

52 

58 

2 

2 

11 

8 

5 

5 

•  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
^  Relatives  or  friends  outside  household. 


'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
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Table  6.12. — Income  from  assets  for 
widowed  beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over 
— -Percentage  distribution  of  widows  by 
income  from  assets,  by  type  of  benefit, 
1962 


Widows  1 

Income  from  assets 

Re- 
tired 

Sur- 
vivor 

Number  (thousands)  

1,402 

1,502 

Total  percent-   

100 

100 

None.  -    

48 

42 

Less  than  $150  .  . 

23 

25 

$150-499  

11 

12 

$500-999  

5 

5 

$1,000  and  over  

5 

7 

Amount  unknown    _   _ 

7 

9 

I  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 


Table  6.14.— Monthly  OASDHI  benefit 
amount  for  widowed  beneficiaries  aged 
65  and  over — Percentage  distribution 
of  widows  by  benefit  amount,  by  type 
of  benefit,  1962 


Widows  ^ 

Monthly  benefit  amount 

Re- 

Sur- 

tired 

vivor 

Number  (thousands)  

1,402 

1,502 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

Less  than  40_  .   

7 

$40  

25 

15 

$41-59  

18 

28 

$60-79  

28 

33 

$80  and  over               ...  . 

23 

25 

Median  amount  

$60 

$65 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 


Table  6.13. — ^Net  worth  of  widowed 
beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over — Per- 
centage distribution  of  widows  by  net 
worth,  by  type  of  benefit,  1962 


Widows  2 

Net  worth  ' 

Re- 

Sur- 

tired 

vivor 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

1,402 

1,502 

Reporting  on  net  worth  

1,294 

1,322 

Total    

100 

100 

None  or  less    

27 

20 

Less  than  $1,000...   

12 

8 

$1,000-2,999  

10 

10 

$3,000-9,999  

21 

21 

$10,000  and  over                ..  . 

20 

28 

Amount  not  reported  

10 

12 

Median  net  worth  for  all  report- 

ing units  

$2,560 

$4,780 

1  Includes  equity  in  home. 

2  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 


Table  6.15. — Beneficiary  units  aged  65 
and  over — Percentage  distribution  of 
units  by  marital  and  entitlement  status, 
1957  and  1962 


1963  Survey 

1957 

En- 

En- 

Marital and 

Sur- 

titled 

titled 

entitlement  status 

vey 

in 

in 

1955 

1961 

or 

or 

ear- 

ear- 

lier 

her 

Total  units..  

100 

100 

100 

Married  couples  . 

45 

40 

43 

Retired  men  i  

43 

39 

41 

Wife  entitled  all  year. 

27 

33 

30 

Wife  entitled  during 

year    ..  .  ..   

6 

1 

2 

Wife  not  entitled  

11 

5 

9 

Retired  women,  hus- 

band not  entitled  ^  — 

2 

(1) 

2 

Nonmarried  men  and 

women  i  _  . . 

55 

60 

57 

Retired  men.   

20 

22 

17 

Retired  women     _.  .. 

19 

23 

22 

Aged  widows.  

15 

15 

17 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  6.16. — Median  income  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — ^Median  income, 
by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 


Marital  status 

1957  Survey 

1963  Survey 

Percent  increase 
in  1962  dollars 

Actual 

1962 
dollars  i 

Total 

Entitled 
1955  or 
earlier 

Total 

Entitled 
1955  or 
earlier 

Married  couples:  Both  entitled  all  year  ^  

$2,185 

$2,350 

$2,605 

$2,260 

11 

-4 

Nomnarried  men  and  women:  ^ 

Retired  men 

1,170 

1,260 

1,375 

1,235 

9 

-2 

Retired  women.                                   .  . 

1,105 

1,190 

1,300 

1,060 

9 

-11 

Aged  widows    _      _                   _  _ 

880 

950 

1,105 

890 

16 

-6 

Calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  change  in  the  Consumer  Price  Index. 
Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 


Table  6.17. — Median  income  other  than  OASDHI  benefits  for  beneficiary  u.iits  aged 
65  and  over — Median  income,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 


Marital  status 

1957  Survey 

1963  Survey 

Percent  increase 
in  1962  dollars 

Actual 

1962 
dollars  ^ 

Total 

Entitled 
1955  or 
earlier 

Total 

Entitled 
1955  or 
earlier 

Married  couples:  Both  entitled  all  year  ^  

$895 

$965 

$985 

$745 

2 

-23 

Nonmarried  men  and  women:  ^ 

Retired  men   

425 

460 

495 

370 

8 

-19 

Retired  women    . 

505 

545 

565 

360 

4 

-34 

Aged  widows.  .      .      _              _  . 

270 

290 

225 

50 

-23 

-83 

1  Calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  change  in  the  Consumer  Price  Index. 
'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 


Table  6.18. — -Median  amount  of  financial  assets  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and 
over — Median  amount,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 


Marital  status 

1957  Survey 

1963  Survey 

Percent  increase 
in  1962  dollars 

Actual 

1962 
dollars  ^ 

Total 

Entitled 
1955  or 
earlier 

Total 

Entitled 
1955  or 
earlier 

Married  couples:  Both  entitled  all  year  ^  

$1,580 

$1,695 

$1,680 

$1,435 

-1 

-15 

Nonmarried  men  and  women:  ^ 

Retired  men  

35 

40 

470 

355 

1,075 

790 

370 

400 

660 

320 

65 

-20 

Aged  widows   _  

455 

490 

630 

440 

30 

-11 

Calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  change  in  the  Consumer  Price  Index. 
Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
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Table  6.19. — ^Homeownership  of  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — ^Percent  with 
owned  home,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 


Marital  status 

1957 
Survey 

1963  Survey 

Total 

Entitled 
1955  or 
earlier 

Married  couples:  Both  entitled  all  year  * 

72 

32 
33 
46 

77 

35 
37 
46 

71 

32 
31 
37 

Nonmarried  men  and  women:  i 

Retired  men  ___    _.. 

Retired  women.  _    _  

Aged  widows.-         _  _   

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 


Table  6.20. — ^Median  monthly  OASDHI  benefit  amount  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65 
and  over — Median  benefit,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 


Marital  status 

1957  Survey 

1963  Survey 

Percent  increase 
in  1962  dollars 

Actual 

1962 
dollars  ^ 

Total 

Entitled 
1955  or 
earlier 

Total 

Entitled 
1955  or 
earlier 

Married  couples:  Both  entitled  all  year  ^  

$113 

$122 

$139 

$130 

14 

7 

Nonmarried  men  and  women:  * 

Retired  men    .  . 

65 

70 

78 

73 

11 

4 

Retired  women.  .  

53 

57 

63 

59 

11 

4 

Aged  widows.         ..  ... 

49 

53 

65 

56 

23 

6 

'  Calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  change  in  the  Consumer  Price  Index. 
2  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 


Table  6.21. — Public  assistance  for  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent 
receiving  assistance,  by  marital  status,  1957  and  1962 


1963  Survey 

Marital  status 

1957 

Survey 

Entitled 

Total 

1955  or 

earlier 

6 

6 

8 

Nonmarried  men  and  women:  ^ 

Retired  men                 ..        .  ._     .  _. 

14 

10 

14 

Retired  women.   .....   

13 

10 
8 

12 

Aged  widows..                 .       .   .. 

12 

10 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
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Table  7.1. — Persons  with  work  experience — Persons  aged  65  and  over  with  work 
experience  as  percent  of  all  persons  aged  14  and  over  with  work  experience,  1950, 
1960,  and  1962 


Year 

Total 

Men 

Women 

1950   

4.9 
5.4 
5.2 

5.9 
6.0 
5.7 

3.1 
4.4 
4.3 

1960  

1962  

Source:  1950  data — Bureau  of  the  Census,  Current  Population  Reports,  Series  P-50,  No.  86;  1960  and 
1962  data — Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  Special  Labor  Force  Reports,  No.  19  and  No.  38. 


Table  7.2. — Labor-force  status  of  persons  aged  60  and  over — Percent  in  labor  force, 
employed,  and  at  work  full  time,  by  age,  1960 


Men 

Women 

Age 

Total 

Percent  of  total  ^ 

Total 

Percent  of  total  ' 

popu- 

popu- 

lation 

lation 

(thou- 

In labor 

Em- 

At work 

(thou- 

In labor 

Em- 

At work 

sands) 

force  2 

ployed 

full  time  ' 

sands) 

force  2 

ployed 

full  time  ' 

60-64  

3,384 

78 

74 

62 

3,727 

30 

28 

19 

60  

731 

83 

79 

68 

773 

35 

34 

24 

61  

683 

81 

76 

65 

758 

32 

31 

22 

62  

655 

78 

74 

63 

731 

29 

28 

19 

63  

651 

75 

71 

60 

718 

26 

25 

16 

64-  

664 

70 

67 

55 

747 

24 

23 

15 

65-69  

2,883 

44 

41 

29 

3,303 

17 

16 

9 

65  

652 

54 

50 

37 

733 

20 

19 

11 

66  

601 

46 

43 

31 

680 

18 

17 

9 

67  

598 

42 

40 

27 

680 

16 

15 

8 

68  

526 

39 

37 

24 

607 

15 

14 

7 

69  

506 

36 

34 

22 

603 

13 

13 

7 

70-74  

2,139 

29 

27 

16 

2,522 

10 

9 

5 

70  

487 

33 

31 

576 

12 

11 

71             .  - 

477 

29 

27 

557 

10 

10 

72  

426 

28 

26 

497 

9 

9 

73  

381 

27 

25 

453 

9 

8 

74  

366 

25 

24 

446 

8 

7 

75-79  

1,318 

20 

19 

10 

1,659 

6 

5 

3 

80-84  

635 

11 

11 

6 

883 

3 

3 

1 

85  and  over  

333 

7 

7 

3 

530 

2 

2 

1 

^  Employment  in  the  week  before  the  week  of  interview. 
-  Includes  the  unemployed  who  were  seeking  employment. 
'  35  or  more  hours  a  week. 
*  Not  available. 

Source:  1960  Census  of  Population:  PC(1)  ID,  table  194  (25-percent  sample),  except  that  data  for 
single  ages  from  70  to  74  are  from  PC(2)6A,  table  1  (5-percent  sample). 
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Table  7.3. — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percent  with  work 
experience,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Extent  of  work  6xp6ri6iicG  diud  £i§6 

Men 

Women 

Total 

Benefi- 
ciaries 1 

Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 

Total 

Benefi- 
ciaries 1 

Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 

Number    reporting    on    work  experience 



(tlious3»ncis)  I 

Aged  62-64 

2 ,006 

233 

1 ,527 

2,254 

664 

1 ,093 

Aged  65  £iiid  over 

7  ,705 

5  ,004 

2  ,032 

9  ,661 

5  ,926 

3 ,204 

Aged  65-72 

4 , 314 

2 , 497 

1 , 230 

5 , 127 

3,463 

1 , 289 

^ged  73  3<nci  over 

3 , 391 

2 , 507 

802 

4,535 

2 ,463 

1 ,916 

X  dl^f>UU    WlLli    WWIJV  CA.|Jc;i  iCUC'C  111  XS7U^> 

Aged  62—64 

en 

OT 

90 

33 

22 

41 

Aged  65  3ind  over 

36 

30 

43 

13 

14 

10 

Aged  65-72 

4.7 

QQ 
oo 

DO 

on 

18 

21 

Aged  73  £ind  over 

23 

27 

8 

6 

8 

3 

XJsuflilly      fiill~tiiiie  jobs*  ^ 

Aged  62—64 

Tn 

4\J 

•7 
1 

84 

22 

9 

33 

22 

13 

36 

7 

6 

7 

Aged  65-72 

31 

14 

58 

10 

7 

16 

Aged  73  Briid  over 

10 

13 

3 

3 

4 

1 

Full-time,  year-round  jobs:  ' 

Aged  62-64  

47 

3 

60 

11 

3 

20 

Aged  65  and  over  . .  _ 

13 

7 

28 

3 

2 

5 

Aged  65-72  

18 

6 

44 

5 

2 

11 

Aged  73  and  over   

6 

7 

2 

1 

2 

1 

Usually  at  part-time  jobs  : 

Aged  62-64   .._ 

10 

20 

6 

11 

13 

8 

Aged  65  and  over     

14 

17 

6 

7 

8 

3 

Aged  65-72  

16 

19 

7 

10 

11 

5 

Aged  73  and  over  

12 

15 

5 

3 

4 

2 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

'  35  or  more  hours  a  week. 

'  50  or  more  weeks  of  work  in  the  year. 


Table  7.4. — Mean  earnings  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Earnings,  by  work  experi- 
ence, age,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Extent  of  work  experience  and  age 


Men 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 1 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


Women 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries ■ 


Persons  with  work  experience  in  1962:  ^ 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65  and  over  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Usually  at  full-time  jobs: ' 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65  and  over  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Full-time,  year-round  jobs:  ^ 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65  and  over  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Usually  at  part-time  jobs: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65  and  over  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  


$4,568 
2,550 
2,835 
1,803 

5,033 
3  ,615 
3,775 
3,022 

5,368 
4,259 
4,443 
3,566 

1,193 
891 
969 
765 


$691 
1,329 
1,024 
1,692 

{') 
2,044 
1,432 
2,705 

{') 
2,140 
1,214 
2,964 

558 
753 
721 
795 


$5,115 
4,769 
5,087 
740 

5,347 
5,308 
5,452 
{') 

5,532 
5,546 
5,687 

{') 

1,796 
1 ,607 
2,119 


$2,132 
1,283 
1,410 


2,792 
1,937 
2,132 
1,131 

3 , 245 
2,229 
2,469 
1,263 


776 
624 
652 
525 


$645 
888 
883 
901 

892 
1,298 
1,335 
1,212 

{') 
1  ,272 
1,258 
1,295 

484 
611 
613 
601 


^  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

*  Base  is  number  reporting  on  both  earnings  and  work  experience. 

*  35  or  more  hours  a  week. 

*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 

*  50  or  more  weeks  of  work  in  the  year. 


THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


337 


Table  7.5. — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  62  and  over- 
of  persons  by  beneficiary  status,  by  age,  1962 


-Percentage  distribution 


Age  and 
beneficiary  status 


Aged  6£-64 
Total  number  (thousands). 
Total  percent  


Beneficiaries  

Full-year  ^  

Part-year  *  

Parent  ^  

Nonbeneficiaries . 


Aged  66  and  over 
Total  number  (thousands) 
Total  percent  


Beneficiaries  

Full-year  ^  

Part-year  <  

Parent  ^  

Nonbeneficiaries . 


Aged  65-72 
Total  number  (thousands) . 
Total  percent  


Beneficiaries  

Full-year  ^  

Part-year  *■  

Parent  ^  

N  onbeneficiaries . 


Aged  73  and  over 
Total  number  (thousands) . 
Total  percent  


Beneficiaries  

Full-year  '  

Part-year  ^  

Parent  ^  

Nonbeneficiaries  - 


Men 

Women 

With  no 

With  no 

work  or 

work  or 

Total 

Working 

working 

Total 

Working 

working 

full  time  ' 

less  than 

full  time  ^ 

less  than 

full  time  2 

full  time  ^ 

2,029 

1,397 

632 

2,261 

501 

1,760 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 



24 

9 

57 

51 

28 

58 

12 

1 

35 

29 

11 

35 

10 

7 

17 

20 

14 

22 

2 

1 

6 

2 

2 

2 

iO 

91 

to 

4.0 

79 

7,763 

1  ,686 

6,077 

9,706 

631 

9,076 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

74 

56 

78 

67 

64 

67 

65 

39 

72 

61 

52 

62 

5 

14 

3 

4 

12 

3 

3 

3 

3 

2 

(«) 

2 

26 

44 

22 

33 

36 

33 

4,342 

1,335 

3,007 

5,145 

506 

4,639 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

71 

47 

82 

75 

59 



77 

58 

26 

72 

68 

45 

70 

9 

18 

6 

6 

14 

5 

4 

3 

4 

2 

C) 

2 

29 

53 

18 

25 

41 

23 

3,421 

351 

3,070 

4,561 

125 

4,436 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

76 

93 

75 

58 

83 

57 

74 

90 

72 

54 

79 

54 

(«) 

1 

(«) 

2 

3 

2 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

24 

7 

25 

42 

17 

43 

1  35  or  more  hours  a  week  regardless  of  number  of  weeks  worked  in  the  year. 
^  Includes  a  few  cases  who  did  not  report  the  extent  of  their  work  experience. 
'  Benefits  received  before  1962. 
*  Benefits  first  received  during  1962. 

5  Beneficiaries  with  entitled  children  or  whose  own  entitlement  was  as  the  parent  of  a  deceased  worker. 
«  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  7.6. — Work  experience  and  mean  earnings  of  persons  aged  65  to  72 — Percent 
with  work  experience  and  earnings,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Extent  of  work  experience, 
earnings,  and  sex 


Beneficiaries 


Total 


year 


Part- 
year  * 


Men 

Number  reporting  on  work  experience  (thousands) 

Percent  with  work  experience  in  1962: 

With  some  work  

Usually  at  full-time  jobs  *  

Full-time,  year-round  jobs  ^  

Mean  earnings:  « 

All  workers  

Full-time  workers  

Women 

Number  reporting  on  work  experience  (thousands) 

Percent  with  work  experience  in  1962: 

With  some  work  

Usually  at  full-time  jobs  *  

Full-time,  year-round  jobs  ^  

Mean  earnings: « 

All  workers  

FuU-time  workers  


3,084 


$1,352 
1,871 


3,838 


$1,015 
1,513 


2,497 


$1,024 
1,432 


3,463 


$883 
1,335 


406 


$2 , 157 
2,576 


294 


$1,741 
2,037 


1  Includes  parent  beneficiaries. 

2  Benefits  received  before  1962. 

*  Benefits  first  received  during  1962. 

*  35  or  more  hours  a  week. 

'  50  or  more  weeks  of  work  in  the  year. 

*  Base  is  number  reporting  on  both  earnings  and  work  experience. 


Table  7.7. — Work  ej^perience  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution 
of  persons  by  work  experience,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Men 

Women 

Extent  of  work  experience 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries  1 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries  1 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

7,763 

5,045 

2,047 

9,706 

5,950 

3,217 

Reporting  on  work  experience 

7,705 

5,004 

2,032 

9,661 

5,926 

3,204 

Total  percent         _  .      .  . 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

No  work                                        -      _  . 

64 

70 

57 

87 

86 

90 

Some  work                             .              .  _ . 

36 

30 

43 

13 

14 

10 

Usually  at  full-time  jobs  ^         .  . 

22 

13 

36 

7 

6 

7 

50-52  weeks  

13 

7 

28 

3 

2 

5 

27-49  weeks                           . .  

5 

3 

7 

2 

2 

2 

14-26  weeks    

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1-13  weeks   

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

(^) 

Usually  at  part-time  jobs    _  . 

14 

17 

6 

7 

8 

3 

50-52  weeks. _  .  _   

5 

6 

2 

2 

3 

1 

27-49  weeks                  .  __   

2 

3 

1 

1 

2 

{') 

14-26  weeks  ...        .                _  -   

3 

3 

1 

1 

2 

(^) 

1-13  weeks                                       . . 

4 

5 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

2  35  or  more  hours  a  week. 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  7.8. — Mean  earnings  of  persons  aged  65  and  over- 
ence  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


-Earnings,  by  work  experi- 


Men 

Women 

Extent  of  work  experience 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries  1 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries  1 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

Persons  with  experience  in  1962_ 

$2,550 

SI , 329 

$4,769 

$1 , 283 

$888 

$2,164 

Usually  at  full-time  jobs  ^    _        _  . 

3,618 

2,044 

5,308 

1,937 

1,298 

2,862 

50-52  weeks  

4,259 

2,140 

5,546 

2,229 

1,272 

3,116 

27-49  weeks   .   

3,969 

3,171 

4,925 

2,204 

1,654 

3,074 

1-26  weeks  

1,377 

890 

{') 

1,140 

987 

Usually  at  part-time  jobs.    _  .   

891 

753 

1.607 

624 

611 

523 

'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

^  35  or  more  hours  a  week. 

'  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 


Table  7.9.— Type  of  employment  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  persons  by  type  of  employment,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Type  of  employment 


Number  reporting  on  type  of  employ 
ment  (thousands)  

Total  percent  

Professional  and  technical  workers  

Farmers  and  farm  managers  

Managers,  officials,  and  proprietors  

Clerical  workers  

Sales  workers  

Craftsmen  and  foremen  

Operatives  

Private  household  workers  

Service  workers  

Farm  laborers  and  foremen  

Other  laborers  

Total  percent  

Agriculture  

Nonagri  culture  

Total  percent  

Wage  and  salary  workers  

Self-employed  

Unpaid  family  workers  


Men 


Total 


2,770 
100 


10 
13 
15 
6 
7 
15 
10 
1 
13 
5 
7 

100 


20 
80 

100 


Benefi- 
ciaries ' 


1,473 
100 


100 


100 


Non- 
benefi- 


862 
100 


11 

3 
5 

100 


100 


Women 


Total 


1,238 
100 


100 


94 
100 


Benefi- 
ciaries 2 


803 
100 


100 


100 


Non- 
benefi- 


316 

100 

13 
2 
10 
14 
3 
1 
15 
20 
15 


100 


100 


'  Workers  are  classified  by  their  major  occupation. 
'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  7.10. — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Number  and  percent 
with  work  experience,  by  marital  status  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Men  1 

Women  i 

Marital  status 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries  2 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries  ' 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

Number    reporting    on    work  experience 

(thouaands) : 

Married              ...      .        .  .  

5,310 

3,514 

1,239 

3,338 

2,497 

669 

Nonmarried.-    . 

2,383 

1,474 

799 

6,294 

3,400 

2,536 

1,540 

1,020 

452 

5,296 

2,888 

2,093 

Other  nonmarried    

843 

454 

347 

998 

512 

443 

Percent  with  work  experience  in  1962: 

Married   _  _  

41 

33 

53 

9 

7 

13 

Nonmarried  .   

25 

21 

26 

15 

18 

9 

22 

18 

24 

13 

16 

7 

Other  nonmarried  

29 

27 

27 

26 

29 

21 

^  Excludes  those  whose  exact  work  experience  was  not  reported. 
'Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 


Table  7.11. — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  work 
experience,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Men 

Women 

Extent  of  work  experience  and 

income  group 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries  1 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries  1 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

Number  reporting  on  income  and  work 

experience  (thousands) : 

Low  income  third    .  —   _ 

2,277 

1,489 

673 

2,883 

1,473 

1,319 

Middle  income  third.  .... 

2,262 

1,736 

340 

2,801 

1,953 

688 

High  income  third..  

2,252 

1,260 

715 

2,642 

1,755 

685 

Percent  with  work  experience  in  1962: 

Low  income  third-.  _  .   

17 

18 

13 

5 

5 

4 

Middle  income  third  .   

31 

27 

32 

8 

9 

8 

High  income  third  

58 

43 

74 

25 

25 

23 

Usually  at  full-time  jobs: ' 

Low  income  third  

7 

6 

5 

1 

(») 

1 

Middle  income  third   

13 

10 

22 

3 

3 

5 

High  income  third  

43 

23 

70 

15 

12 

20 

Full-time,  year-round  jobs:  * 

Low  income  third  _  ..... 

4 

4 

4 

1 

(') 

1 

Middle  income  third  

7 

5 

16 

1 

1 

2 

25 

11 

53 

7 

4 

14 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

*  35  or  more  hours  a  week. 

'  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 

4  50  or  more  weeks  of  work  in  the  year. 
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Table  7.12. — Mean  earnings  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Earnings,  by  work  experi- 
ence, income  group,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Men 

Women 

Extent  of  work  experience  and 

income  group 

rJenen- 

XT 

jNon- 

rJeneii- 

XT 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries  ' 

benefi- 

1  otal 

ciaries  ' 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

rersons  witn  work  experience  in  L\yo^i 

$303 

$280 

$333 

$181 

$119 

$213 

973 

787 

1,751 

532 

374 

971 

High  income  third 

4,276 

2,427 

6,388 

1,832 

1,258 

3,262 

Usually  at  full-time  jobs:  ^ 

Low  income  third      .     _  . 

396 

344 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Middle  income  third             .     _  _ 

1,417 

1,005 

2,351 

740 

444 

High  income  third    _ 

5,049 

3,302 

6,415 

2,378 

1,572 

3,587 

Full-time,  year-round  jobs:  ^ 

Low  income  third  . 

444 

412 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Middle  income  third.     _  ... 

1,613 

1,100 

2,398 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

High  income  third 

5,935 

3,617 

6,683 

2,691 

1,424 

3,625 

1  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

^  Base  is  number  reporting  on  both  earnings  and  work  experience. 
'  35  or  more  hours  a  week. 

*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 

*  50  or  more  weeks  of  work  in  the  year. 


Table  7.13. — Mean  earnings  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Earnings,  by  color  and 
beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarriec 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Color 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries  • 

fici- 

aries  * 

fici- 

aries  ' 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Total  units  (thousands) : 

White  

5,023 

3,496 

993 

2,132 

1,361 

677 

5,857 

3,213 

2,298 

Nonwhite                       .  .  . 

422 

247 

127 

270 

129 

126 

472 

201 

245 

Units  reporting  earnings:  * 

White  

2,736 

1,713 

640 

572 

328 

181 

1,321 

846 

351 

Nonwhite.. 

261 

147 

75 

93 

36 

48 

102 

52 

50 

Mean  earnings  for  units  reporting 

earnings: 

White  

$2,983 

$1,874 

$6,060 

$1,933 

$992 

$3,495 

$1,202 

$905 

$1,752 

Nonwhite          .  ... 

1,471 

1,133 

2,260 

1,564 

2,215 

611 

767 

472 

Earnings  of  nonwhite  units  as  per- 

cent of  earnings  of  white  units  

49 

60 

37 

81 

(») 

63 

51 

85 

27 

'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

'  Excludes  units  reporting  no  earnings. 

*  Not  ahown  where  base  is  lees  than  50,000. 
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Table  7.14, — Earnings  of  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  earnings 
and  median  earnings,  by  primary  insurance  amount,  1962 


Type  of  unit  and  earnings  status 


Married  couples 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  earnings  


Percent  with  no  earnings  

Percent  with  some  earnings. 


Median  earnings  for  earners  

Nonmarried  men 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  earnings  


Percent  with  no  earnings  

Percent  with  some  earnings. 


Median  earnings  for  earners  

Nonmarried  women 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  earnings  


Percent  with  no  earnings  

Percent  with  some  earnings. 

Median  earnings  for  earners. 


Total 


3,735 
3,568 


$1,175 


1,490 
1,463 


$755 


3,410 
3,348 


$785 


Primary  insurance  amount 


$40 


328 
304 


$430 


217 
210 


$235 


671 

665 


$415 


$41-59 


338 
317 


$975 


223 
221 


$595 


502 


$735 


$60-79 


742 
693 


$1,030 


345 
343 


$740 


961 
935 


$760 


$80-99 


797 
774 


$1,225 


301 
295 


21 
$925 


730 
723 


$1,060 


Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 


Table  7.15. — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  18  to  64  and  65  and  over— Percent 
with  work  experience,  by  age,  1950,  1957,  1960,  and  1962 


Men  1 

Women  • 

Extent  of  work  experience  and  year 

Aged 

Aged  65 

Aged 

Aged  65 

18-64 

and  over 

18-64 

and  over 

Percent  with  some  work: 

1950  

95 
96 

49 

46 

12 

1957  

47 

52 

15 

1960  

95 

43 

54 

16 

1962  

95 

38 

54 

14 

Percent  with  full-time,  year-round  jobs:  ^ 

1950  

66 

26 

18 

4 

1957  

68 
66 

21 

21 

5 

1960  

17 

21 

4 

1962  

67 

15 

22 

4 

Excludes  persons  in  institutions. 

50  or  more  weeks  of  work  in  the  year. 
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Table  7.16. — Work  experience  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  work 
experience,  by  beneficiary  status,  1957  and  1962 


Men 

Women 

Extent  of  work  experience  Rnd  ye^r 

B  fi 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total ' 

ciaries  ^ 

benefi- 

Total * 

cid>ries  ^ 

ciaries 

ciaries 

Percent  with  some  work: 

1957  

47 

36 

15 

16 

(») 

1962  

38 

30 

43 

13 

14 

10 

Percent  usually  at  full-time  jobs:  * 

1957  

32 

19 

(») 

7 

8 

(») 

1962  

23 

13 

36 

7 

6 

7 

Percent  usually  at  part-time  jobs: 

1957  .  

15 

17 

(») 

6 

8 

9 

(») 

1962  

15 

17 

7 

8 

3 

'  Based  on  total  noninstitutional  population  aged  65  and  over.    Sources:  1957 — Current  Population 
Reports,  Series  P-50,  No.  86.  table  1;  1962— Special  Labor  Force  Report,  No.  38,  tdble  A-1. 
'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 
'  Not  available.  *  35  or  more  hours  a  week. 

Table  7.17. — Earnings  of  beneficiary  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with  earnings, 
mean  earnings,  and  earnings  as  percent  of  total  income,  1957  and  1962 


Year 


Percent  with  earnings: 

1957  

1962  


Mean  earnings  for  earners  (current  dollars) : 

1957  

1962  


Mean  earnings  for  earners  (1962  dollars): 

1957  -  

1962  


Earnings  as  percent  of  total  income: 

1957  

1962  


Married 
couples  I 


$1,898 
2,006 


$2,041 
2,006 


Non- 
married 
men  i 


$1,127 
1,052 


$1,212 
1,052 


Non- 
married 
women  i 


$814 
978 


$875 
978 


'  Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries. 

2  Based  on  Consumer  Price  Index  (1962  dollar  equal  to  93  percent  of  1957  dollar). 


Table  8.1. — Retirement  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent  retired,  by  measure 
of  retirement,  1962  or  1963 


Measure  of  retirement 


Less  than  full-time,  year-round  work  •  

Less  than  6  months  of  full-time  work  >  

Receiving  retirement  or  survivor  benefits  ^  

Not  at  work  during  survey  week  *  

Not  usually  at  full-time  job  in  preceding  year  

Not  in  labor  force  during  survey  week  

No  work  experience  in  preceding  year  

Not  usually  at  full-time  job  (among  persons  who  have  worked  at  full-time 
jobs  for  6  months  or  more  within  the  preceding  5  years)  


Men 


54 


Women 


Total 


Ever 
employed 


(») 


'"Full-time"  means  35  or  more  hours  a  week;  "year-round"  means  50  or  more  weeks  of  work  in  the 
year;  year  referred  to  is  1962. 

Includes  OASDHI  benefits  and  other  government  or  private  pensions. 
*  Data  not  available.  *  In  January- February  1963. 
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Table  8.2. — Retirement  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  who  worked  full  time  within 
preceding  5  years — Percent  retired,  by  previous  occupation  and  beneficiary  status, 
1962 


Occupation 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  occupation  ^  

Percent  retired  '  

Professional  and  technical  workers. 

Farmers  and  farm  managers  

Managers,  officials,  and  proprietors 

Clerical  workers  

Sales  workers  

Craftsmen  and  foremen  

Operatives  

Private  household  workers  

Service  workers  

Farm  laborers  and  foremen  

Other  laborers  


Total 


3,652 
3,639 

54 
31 
49 
43 
53 
54 
65 


Men 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


2,691 
2,678 

64 
45 
51 
58 
70 
64 
77 
70 


Non- 
benefi- 


962 
962 

23 
15 
39 
13 
23 


Women 


Total 


1,438 
1.408 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


1,148 
1.129 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


290 
279 


20 


1  Occupation  in  the  present  or  last  regular  full-time  job. 

2  Base  is  number  of  persons  who  worked  at  regular  full-time  jobs  (35  or  more  hours  a  week  for  6  or 
more  consecutive  months)  since  1957. 

'  "Retired"  is  defined  here  to  mean  not  working  at  a  regular  full-time  job. 
*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 


Table  8.3. — Change  in  occupation  of  partially  retired  men  aged  62  and  over — 
Percentage  distribution  of  men  by  current  occupation,  by  previous  full-time  occupa- 
tion, 1962 


Previous  full-time  occupation  i 


Part-time  occupation,  1962 

Profes- 

sionals, 

Clerical 

Craftsmen 

managers. 

and  sales 

and 

Other 

and 

workers 

operatives 

proprietors 

160 

81 

132 

178 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Professionals,  managers,  and  proprietors  _ 

82 

26 

12 

8 

Clerical  and  sales  workers.  _   

2 

52 

(') 

1 

Craftsmen  and  operatives  

13 

15 

78 

21 

Other    

2 

7 

10 

69 

1  Occupation  in  the  last  regiilar  full-time  job  (35  or  more  hours  a  week  for  6  or  more  consecutive 
months). 

2  Includes  all  those  who  reported  that  in  1962  they  usually  worked  less  than  35  hours  a  week,  regardless 
of  the  number  of  weeks  worked  in  the  year. 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  8.4. — Retirement  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  who  retired  since  1957 — Per- 
centage distribution  of  persons  by  reason  for  retirement,  by  type  of  employment  and 
beneficiary  status,  1963 


Reason  for  retirement  '  and  type 
of  employment 


AGED  62-64 

Number  (thousands): 

Not  employed  full  time,  1962  

Reporting  on  retirement  

Retired  in  1957  or  earlier  

Retired  since  1957  

Wage  and  salary  workers  retired  since  1967 

Number  reporting  on  reasons  for  re- 
tirement (thousands)  

Total  percent  

Voluntary  reasons  

Preferred  leisure  

Needed  at  home  

Other  voluntary  reasons  

Involuntary  reasons  

Poor  health  

Compulsory  retirement  age  

Laid  off  or  job  discontinued  

Other  involuntary  reasons  

Self-employed  retired  since  1967 

Number  reporting  on  reasons  for  re- 
tirement (thousands)  

Total  percent  

Voluntary  reasons  

Preferred  leisure  

Other  voluntary  reasons  

Involuntary  reasons  

Poor  health  

Business  went  bad  


Total 


2  215 
284 


230 
100 


17 


(«) 


50 
100 


(•) 


Men 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


357 
318 
2  97 
221 


183 
100 


(«) 


34 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


248 
172 
109 
63 


47 


Total 


1  ,752 
1,073 
3  818 
255 


220 
100 


5  80 
20 
11 
49 

5  64 
33 
1 
15 
15 


18 


Women 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


,020 
671 
3  477 

194 


174 
100 


5  79 
18 
12 
49 

5  63 
36 
1 
16 
10 


(*) 


'  "Retirement"  is  defined  here  to  mean  not  working  at  a  regular  full-time  job  (35  hours  or  more  a 
\\eek  for  6  or  more  consecutive  months).  This  table  disregards  whether  or  not  the  respondent  said  he 
retired  because  of  his  own  decision  or  the  employer's  decision.  For  example,  all  "poor  health"  reasons 
were  grouped  under  "involuntary  reasons"  even  though  respondent  may  have  said  he  made  the  decision 
to  retire  himself. 

2  For  men  aged  62-64,  includes  27,000  who  never  held  regular  full-time  jobs  (6,000  beneficiaries  and 
21,000  nonbeneficiaries);  for  men  aged  65  and  ov^r,  48,000  (21,000  and  27,000,  respectively). 

2  For  women  aged  62-64,  includes  127,000  who  never  held  regular  full-time  jobs  (81,000  beneficiaries 
and  46,000  nonbeneficiaries);  for  women  aged  65  and  over,  540,000  (334,000  and  206,000,  respectively). 

*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 

^  Total  is  greater  than  100  percent  because  multiple  reasons  were  given. 

•  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 


346 


THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


Table  8.4.— Retirement  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  who  retired  since  1957 — Per- 
centage distribution  of  persons  by  reason  for  retirement,  by  type  of  employment  and 
beneficiary  status,  1963 — Continued 


Men 

Women 

Reason  for  retirement  >  and  type 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

ci&nes 

ciaries 

AGED  65  AND  OVER 

Number  (thousands) ; 

Not  employed  full  time,  1962  

6,009 

4,707 

1,303 

9,006 

6,027 

2,981 

Reporting  on  retirement- -  . 

5,329 

4,302 

1,029 

4,822 

3,615 

1,208 

Retired  in  1957  or  earlier  

i  3 , 362 

2  2,561 

'  802 

»  4,011 

s  2,868 

5  1 , 143 

Retired  since  1957              .  _   

1,967 

1,741 

227 

811 

747 

65 

Wage  and  salary  workers  retired  since  1967 

Number  reporting  on  reasons  for 

1  509 

1  332 

178 

704 

653 

52 

Total  percent   . 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Voluntary  reasons  

28 

28 

30 

5  58 

5  60 

540 

Preferred  leisure.-   

19 

19 

22 

21 

22 

g 

N^Gcdcd  s-t  tiomc 

2 

1 

2 

7 

7 

8 

8 

8 

6 

30 

31 

25 

Involuntary  reasons 

72 

72 

71 

5  63 

5  62 

5  77 

Poor  health    

41 

40 

42 

36 

34 

52 

Compulsory  retirement  age  --  

19 

20 

17 

9 

10 

4 

Laid  off  or  job  discontinued  

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

4 

4 

4 

10 

10 

13 

Sdf-employed  retired  since  1967 

Number  reporting  on  reasons  for 

retirement  (thousands)   

441 

394 

47 

66 

62 

4 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

(«) 

100 

100 

Voluntary  reasons   

42 

43 

56 

53 

Preferred  leisure  

29 

31 

17 

18 

13 

12 

39 

35 

Involuntary  reasons  

58 

57 

44 

47 

53 

53 

44 

47 

5 

4 

(•) 

(«) 

^  "Retirement"  is  defined  here  to  mean  not  working  at  a  regular  full-time  job  (35  hours  or  more  a 
week  for  6  or  more  consecutive  months).  This  table  disregards  whether  or  not  the  respondent  said  he 
retired  because  of  his  own  decision  or  the  employer's  decision.  For  example,  all  "poor  health"  reasons 
were  grouped  under  "involuntary  reasons"  even  though  respondent  may  have  said  he  made  the  decision 
to  retire  himself. 

2  For  men  aged  62-64,  includes  27,000  who  never  held  regular  full-time  jobs  (6,000  beneficiaries  and 
21,000  nonbeneficiaries) ;  for  men  aged  65  and  over,  48,000  (21.000  and  27,000,  respectively). 

*  For  women  aged  62-64,  includes  127,000  who  never  held  regular  full-time  jobs  (81,(K)0  beneficiaries 
and  46,000  nonbeneficiaries);  for  women  aged  65  and  over,  540,000  (334,000  and  206,000  ,  respectively). 

*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 

*  Total  is  greater  than  100  percent  because  multiple  reasons  were  given. 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  8.5. — Retirement  of  beneficiaries  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution 
of  persons  by  reason  for  retirement  given  in  1951  and  1963  surveys 


Men 

Women 

Reason  for  retirement 

1951  » 

1963  2 

1951  » 

1963  2 

Total  percent.   .   

100 

100 

100 

100 

13 

26 

18 

»  58 

Preferred  leisure    

3 

17 

9 

3 

22 

Other  voluntary  reasons    

*  10 

*  14 

37 

Involuntary  reasons..   

87 

74 

82 

»  63 

Poor  health  .  

47 

41 

50 
6 

34 

Compulsory  retirement  age    

11 

21 

10 

Laid  off  or  job  discontinued   ,  

22 

8 

21 

8 

7 

4 

6 

10 

1  Includes  only  those  wage  and  salary  workers  who  became  beneficiaries  within  the  preceding  5  years 
and  were  full-year  beneficiaries. 

2  Includes  only  those  wage  and  salary  workers  who  had  stopped  working  at  full-time  jobs  within  the 
preceding  5  years.    Excludes  part-year  and  parent  beneficiaries  for  comparability  with  1951  data. 

2  Total  is  greater  than  100  percent  because  multiple  reasons  were  given. 
*  Includes  a  few  who  quit  their  jobs  to  find  other  work. 


Table  8.6. — Plans  to  retire  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  employed  full  time  in  1962 — 
Percentage  distribution  of  persons  by  reason  for  plans,  by  beneficiary  status,  1963 


Reasons  for  plans  to  retire 


Men 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 


Women 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Number  reporting  on  reasons  for 
planned  retirement  (thousands)  

Total  percent  

Poor  health  

Compulsory  retirement  age  

Becoming  eligible  for  retirement  benefits  

To  enjoy  leisure  

Other  reasons  


501 
100 


313 
100 


187 
100 


196 
100 


143 
100 


*  "Plans  to  retire"  means  plans  to  stop  work  or  to  work  less. 
'  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  8.7. — Work  plans  for  1963  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  employed  full  time  in 
1962 — Percentage  distribution  of  persons  by  plan,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1963 


Plans  for  1963 


Men 

Women 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

1,361 

115 

1,245 

495 

138 

358 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

76 

46 

79 

64 

51 

69 

7 

22 

6 

11 

17 

8 

10 

20 

9 

14 

23 

11 

6 

12 

6 

11 

9 

12 

1,642 

919 

722 

600 

386 

214 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

58 

53 

65 

56 

47 

71 

13 

14 

11 

11 

12 

9 

18 

20 

15 

22 

25 

16 

11 

13 

9 

11 

16 

5 

1,299 

599 

701 

483 

285 

197 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

57 

47 

66 

57 

47 

73 

14 

17 

11 

10 

13 

7 

19 

24 

15 

22 

27 

16 

10 

12 

9 

10 

14 

5 

341 

319 

21 

118 

101 

18 

100 

100 

100 

100 

65 

65 

49 

50 

8 

8 

13 

9 

13 

13 

20 

21 

14 

13 

18 

21 

Aged  62-64 

Number  reporting  on  plans  (thou- 
sands)  


Total  percent. 

Continuing  work-. 

Working  less  

Stopping  work  

Undecided  


Aged  66  and  over 

Number  reporting  on  plans  (thou- 
sands)   


Total  percent  , 

Continuing  work  

Working  less  

Stopping  work  

Undecided  

Aged  66-72 

Number  reporting  on  plans  (thou- 
sands)   

Total  percent  

Continuing  work  

Working  less  

Stopping  work  

Undecided  

Aged  7S  and  over 

Number  reporting  on  plans  (thou- 
sands)   

Total  percent  

Continuing  work  

Working  less  

Stopping  work  

Undecided  


^  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  8.8. — Work  plans  for  1963  of  persons  aged  62  and  over  not  at  work  in  survey 
week — Percentage  distribution  of  persons  by  plan,  by  age,  health,  and  beneficiary 
status,  1963 


Men 

Women 

Age,  health,  and  plans  for  1963 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

1  otal 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

Aged  62-64 



Wumber  (tnousands): 

585 

345 

240 

1  034 

644 

390 

Reporting  on  health  and  work  plans 

577 

339 

238 

1^021 

639 

381 

Total  percent 

inn 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Not  well  enough  to  work  _   

53 

60 

42 

61 

64 

55 

Well  enough  to  work_   

47 

40 

58 

39 

36 

45 

Hixpecis  to  worK  in  lyoo  *      _           __  __ 

29 

21 

30 

7 

7 

6 

Full  time           _    . 

16 

12 

22 

2 

2 

3 

Part  time   _   

y 

7 

12 

3 

4 

1 

Occasionally              _  _ 

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

Does  not  expect  to  work  in  1963.  

18 

1  7 
1  / 

32 

29 

39 

1 

8 

5 

6 

6 

5 

11 

10 

12 

26 

22 

33 

Aged  66  and  over 

Number  (tnousands): 

5  ,475 

4  386 

1  ,089 

4  ,866 

3  ,639 

1  227 

Reporting  on  health  and  work  plans 

5,456 

4^375 

1  !081 

4)700 

3)551 

1  )l49 

Total  percent 

100 

lUU 

1  nn 

Not  well  enough  to  work       _  _ 

69 

68 

74 

73 

71 

80 

Well  enough  to  work 

31 

32 

26 

27 

29 

20 

Hixpecis  to  worK  m  lyoo  *  _ 

9 

10 

8 

3 

3 

2 

Full  time  _  . 

2 

3 

2 

1 

1 

Part  time    _  

5 

4 

1 

2 

1 

Occasionally  __  

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

Does  not  expect  to  work  in  1963 

22 

1  fi 
lo 

ZD 

1 7 

Interested  in  work                       _  _ 

O 

6 

4 

4 

5 

3 

1  R 

17 

14 

19 

20 

14 

Aged  65-72 

Number  (thousands): 

2,826 

2  347 

479 

2,689 

2,202 

487 

Reporting  on  health  and  work  plans 

2,816 

2^341 

475 

2)628 

2)164 

464 

Total  percent 

100 

1  nn 

lUU 

1  nn 

lUU 

1  nn 

lUU 

100 

Not  well  enough  to  work 

60 

59 

61 

67 

65 

72 

40 

41 

39 

33 

35 

28 

Expects  to  work  in  1963  ^           _  . 

14 

13 

16 

4 

4 

3 

Full  time        _        .  _  

4 

4 

4 

1 

1 

1 

Part  time   

7 

6 

9 

2 

2 

1 

Occasionally  _             .  -     

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

Does  not  expect  to  work  in  1963 

26 

07 

22 

00 
jy 

Qn 
oU 

zo 

Interested  in  work.  _   

7 
/ 

7 

4 

6 

6 

6 

1  Q 

ly 

20 

18 

23 

24 

1 0 

ly 

Aged  73  and  over 

Number  (thousands) : 

2,649 

2,039 

610 

2,177 

1,437 

740 

Reporting  on  health  and  work  plans  

2,640 

2,034 

606 

2,072 

1 , 387 

685 

Total  percent    

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

78 

77 

84 

82 

80 

86 

Well  enough  to  work  

22 

23 

16 

18 

20 

14 

Expects  to  work  in  1963  *  

5 

6 

2 

2 

2 

2 

Full  time    

1 

1 

(*) 

{*) 

(♦) 

Part  time  _     

2 

3 

(*) 

1 

1 

(«) 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Does  not  expect  to  work  in  1963 

17 

18 

14 

16 

17 

12 

Interested  in  work.  .  . 

4 

4 

3 

2 

3 

Not  interested  in  work   

13 

14 

11 

13 

14 

11 

'  In  January-February  1963.  Excludes  those  who  never  had  full-time  jobs  or  did  not  report  on  work 
experience. 

*  Includes  a  few  who  did  not  specify  amount  of  work. 

'  Includes  a  few  whose  interest  in  work  was  unknown. 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  8.9. — Retirement  of  persons  aged  62  to  64  who  retired  since  1957 — Percentage 
distribution  of  persons  by  previous  occupation,  by  beneficiary  status,  1963 


Men 

Women 

Occupation  before  retirement  ^ 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

Number  (thousands)  

278 

218 

61 

245 

188 

57 

Total  percent    .              .  _ 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Professionals,  managers,  and  proprietors  

27 

23 

39 

18 

15 

26 

Clerical  and  sales  workers..    _  . 

6 

6 

7 

23 

25 

16 

Craftsmen  and  operatives.   . 

40 

40 

38 

15 

16 

9 

Other  

28 

32 

16 

45 

44 

49 

1  "Retirement"  means  not  working  at  a  regular  full-time  job. 


Table  8.10. — Retirement  from  labor  force  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percent  not 
in  labor  force  in  survey  week  and  percent  not  at  work,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status, 
1963 


Men 

Women 

Age  and  labor-force  status 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi 

ciaries 

ci  aries 

Number  Avith  full-time   work  experience 

(thousands) : 

Aged  62-64                                     ..  . 

1,924 

455 

1,470 

1,555 

791 

764 

Aged  65  and  over                .  . 

7,315 

5,520 

1 ,795 

5,332 

4,022 

1  ,312 

Aged  65-72  

4,160 

3,011 

1,151 

3,184 

2,541 

645 

Aged  73  and  over  

3,156 

2,510 

645 

2,147 

1,482 

667 

Percent  not  in  labor  force  in  survey  week:  ' 

Aged  62-64  

23 

63 

11 

59 

73 

44 

Aged  65  and  over 

71 

75 

58 

81 

82 

78 

Aged  65-72  

63 

72 

38 

76 

79 

65 

Aged  73  and  over    . 

81 

78 

93 

88 

87 

91 

Percent  not  at  work:  ^ 

Aged  62-64...   .  .   

36 

81 

22 

66 

80 

51 

Aged  65  and  over 

79 

83 

64 

86 

87 

82 

Aged  65-72  

72 

82 

46 

81 

85 

69 

Aged  73  and  over   .  

87 

85 

95 

92 

90 

95 

'  In  January-February  1963.    Excludes  those  who  never  had  full-time  jobs. 

*  Includes  those  in  labor  force  in  survey  week  who  were  unemployed  or  with  a  job  but  not  at  work. 
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Table  8.11. — Labor-force  status  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distribution 
of  persons  by  labor-force  status,  by  age,  date  of  last  regular  full-time  job,  and  bene- 
ficiary status,  1963 


Age,  labor-force  status,  and  date  of  last 
regular  full-time  job  ^ 


Aged  62-64 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  labor-force  status 

In  labor  force  

Not  in  labor  force  

Percent  in  labor  force  

Employed  ^  

At  work  

With  job  but  not  at  work  

Unemployed  

Percent  not  in  labor  force  

Never  held  full-time  job  

Has  held  full-time  job  

Job  ended  before  1958  

Job  ended  in  1958  or  1959  

Job  ended  in  1960  or  later  

Year  unknown  

Aged  66  and  over 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  labor-force  status 

In  labor  force  

Not  in  labor  force  

Percent  in  labor  force  

Employed  ^  

At  work  

With  a  job  but  not  at  work  

Unemployed  

Percent  not  in  labor  force  

Never  held  full-time  job  

Has  held  full-time  job  

Job  ended  before  1958  

Job  ended  in  1958  or  1959  

Job  ended  in  1960  or  later  

Year  unknown  


Men 

Women 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciari  es 

2,029 

484 

1,545 

2,261 

1,163 

1,097 

1 ,944 

458 

1 ,486 

2,214 

1 , 153 

1 ,060 

1,476 

166 

1,310 

642 

214 

427 

468 

292 

176 

1,572 

939 

633 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

92 

69 

95 

91 

86 

94 

84 

51 

88 

82 

75 

86 

8 

17 

7 

9 

12 

7 

8 

31 

5 

9 

14 

6 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

4 

1 

9 

42 

39 

47 

96 

99 

91 

58 

61 

53 

31 

26 

39 

39 

38 

40 

16 

20 

9 

5 

7 

3 

28 

37 

12 

8 

10 

5 

22 

16 

31 

6 

7 

6 

7,763 

5,716 

2,047 

9,706 

6,489 

3,217 

7,427 

5,573 

1,855 

9,070 

6,255 

2,816 

2,141 

1 ,381 

760 

1,000 

717 

284 

5,286 

4,192 

1 ,095 

8,070 

5,538 

2,532 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

88 

84 

95 

89 

87 

94 

73 

67 

84 

73 

70 

81 

14 

17 

10 

13 

13 

11 

12 

16 

5 

11 

13 

6 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

2 

1 

5 

46 

40 

59 

98 

99 

95 

54 

60 

41 

57 

54 

68 

41 

44 

36 

16 

18 

10 

5 

6 

1 

14 

16 

7 

4 

5 

1 

11 

11 

9 

4 

5 

3 

1  "Regular  full-time  job"  means  working  35  or  more  hours  a 
^  Includes  some  persons  not  reporting  work  status. 


,'eek  or  6  or  more  consecutive  months 
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Table  9.1. — Utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent 
receiving  care  and  average  length  of  stay,  by  hospital  insurance  status  and  beneficiary 
status,  1962 


Hospital  insurance  status 


Total 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Men 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


Women 


Total 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  1  

With  hospital  insurance  

Without  hospital  insurance  

Percent  in  short-stay  hospitals: 

Total  1  

With  hospital  insurance  

Without  hospital  insurance  

Average  length  of  stay  (days) :  * 

Total  1  

With  hospital  insurance  

Without  hospital  insurance  


17,469 
8,884 
8,392 


17.7 
17.1 
18.7 


12,205 
6,690 
5,474 


18.1 
17.6 
19.1 


5,264 
2,195 
2,819 


16.9 
15.1 
18.3 


7,763 
3,930 
3,737 


18.0 
16.0 
20.3 


5,716 
2,974 
2,726 


17.7 
16.7 
19.2 


2,047 
957 
1,011 


18.7 
13.2 
23.5 


9,706 
4,954 
4,655 


17.5 
18.0 
17.2 


'  Includes  data  for  respondents  with  unknown  insurance  status. 
'  Based  on  discharges. 


Table  9.2. — Utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — 
Percent  receiving  care,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Total 

Men 

Women 

Income  group 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

17,469 

12,205 

5,264 

7,763 

5,716 

2,047 

9,706 

6,489 

3,217 

Reporting  on  income: 

Low  income  third.  _ 

5,176 

3,178 

1,998 

2,284 

1,609 

675 

2,892 

1,569 

1,323 
689 

Middle  income  third   

5,079 

4,048 

1,031 

2,270 

1,928 

342 

2,809 

2,120 

High  income  third.  

4,928 

3,519 

1,408 

2,269 

1,551 

718 

2,659 

1,968 

690 

Percent  in  short-stay  hospitals: 

Low  income  third  

13 

14 

12 

13 

13 

14 

13 

15 

10 

Middle  income  third..  

15 

15 

15 

15 

15 

9 

15 

15 

17 

High  income  third  

14 

13 

14 

13 

13 

12 

14 

14 

16 

Table  9.3. — Utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent 
receiving  care,  by  public  assistance  status  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Total 

Men 

Women 

Public  assistance  status 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Pubhc  assistance  recipients  ^ 

2,168 

880 

1,291 

814 

389 

426 

1,354 

491 

865 

Others    ...     .    . 

15,301 

11,325 

3,973 

6,949 

5,327 

1,621 

8,352 

5,998 

2,352 

Percent  in  short-stay  hospitals: 

Public  assistance  recipients  i  

16 

17 

15 

17 

16 

17 

15 

18 

14 

Others                    .  .  . 

13 

14 

12 

14 

15 

12 

13 

13 

12 

1  Excludes  persons  receiving  vendor  payments  only. 
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Table  9.4. — Utilization  of  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  62  and  over- 
receiving  care,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


-Percent 


Age 


Number  (thousands): 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  

Percent  in  short-stay  hospitals: 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  73  and  over  


Total 


Total 


4,290 
9,487 
7,983 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


1,647 
6,952 
5,254 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


2,642 
2,535 
2,730 


Men 


Total 


2,029 
4,342 
3,421 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


484 
3,101 
2,616 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


1,545 
1,241 


Women 


Total 


2,261 
5,145 
4,562 


Table  9.5. — Stays  in  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  persons  hospitalized  by  number  of  stays,  by  hospital  insurance  status 
and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Hospital  insurance  status 
and  number  of  stays 


Number  (thousands): 
Total: 

Total  1  

Reporting  on  hospital  stays 

With  hospital  insurance: 

Total  

Reporting  on  hospital  stays 

Without  hospital  insurance: 

Total  

Reporting  on  hospital  stays 

Percent  reporting: 

Total  

1  stay  

2  stays  

3  or  more  stays  

With  hospital  insurance: 

Total  

1  stay  

2  stays  

3  or  more  stays  

Without  hospital  insurance: 

Total  

1  stay  

2  stays  

3  or  more  stays  


Total 

Men 

Women 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

17,469 

12,205 

5,264 

7,763 

5,716 

2,047 

9,706 

6,489 

3,217 

2,373 

1,697 

675 

1,102 

838 

264 

1,271 

859 

412 

8,884 

6,690 

2,195 

3,930 

2,974 

957 

4,954 

3,716 

1,238 

1,306 

996 

310 

601 

476 

125 

705 

520 

185 

8,392 

5,474 

2,918 

3,737 

2,726 

1,011 

4,655 

2,748 

1,907 

1,067 

701 

366 

501 

362 

139 

566 

339 

227 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

79 

80 

77 

79 

79 

80 

79 

82 

75 

17 

16 

18 

16 

16 

14 

17 

16 

20 

4 

4 

5 

5 

5 

6 

3 

2 

5 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

79 

8a 

74 

78 

78 

78 

80 

82 

71 

18 

17 

20 

18 

18 

17 

17 

15 

22 

4 

3 

6 

4 

4 

6 

3 

3 

7 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

80 

81 

78 

81 

81 

81 

79 

81 

77 

15 

15 

17 

12 

13 

12 

18 

16 

20 

5 

5 

5 

7 

6 

7 

3 

3 

4 

^  Includes  data  for  respondents  with  unknown  insurance  status. 


354 


THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


Table  9.6. — Stays  in  short-stay  hospitals  by  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  persons  hospitalized  by  number  of  stays,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status, 
1962 


Age  and  number  of  stays 


Total 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Men 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Women 


Total 


Number  (thousands): 

Aged  62-64: 

Total  

Reporting  on  hospital  stays 

Aged  65-72: 

Total  

Reporting  on  hospital  stays 

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total  

Reporting  on  hospital  stays 

Percent  reporting: 
Aged  62-64: 

Total  

1  stay  

2  stays...  

3  or  more  stays  

Aged  65-72: 

Total  

1  stay  

2  stays  

3  or  more  stays  

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total  

1  stay  

2  stays  

3  or  more  stays  


4,289 
494 


9,486 
1,168 


7,982 
1,110 


100 
77 
19 
4 

100 
79 
16 
5 

100 


1,647 
215 


6,953 
894 


5,253 
746 


100 
74 
24 
2 

100 
80 
16 
4 

100 
81 
16 

3 


2,641 
278 


2,535 
275 


2,729 
363 


100 
79 
16 
5 


100 
75 
17 


100 
78 
19 
4 


2,028 
225 


4,342 
551 


3,421 
499 


100 
77 
19 

5 

100 
76 
17 
7 

100 
82 
15 
3 


484 
72 


3,101 
412 


2,615 
395 


100 
68 
30 
3 

100 
77 
17 


100 
82 
15 

3 


1,544 
153 


1,241 
138 


103 


100 
81 
14 

5 

100 
77 
15 
8 


100 
84 
12 


2,261 
269 


5,144 
617 


4,561 
611 


100 
77 

19 

3 

100 
81 
16 

3 

100 
78 
19 

3 


Table  9.7. — Utilization  rates  for  persons  aged  65  and  over  in  short-stay  hospitals — 
Discharges,  hospital  days  p»er  1,000  persons,  and  average  length  of  stay,  by  hospital 
insurance  status  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Discharges  per 

Hospital  days  per 

Average  length  of 

1,000  persons 

1,000  persons  i 

stay  (days)  i 

Hospital  insurance 

status  and  sex 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Benefi- 

Non- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

Total 

ciaries 

benefi- 

ciaries 

ciaries 

ciaries 

Total  '  

171 

176 

161 

2,594 

2,752 

2,229 

15.1 

15.6 

13.8 

Men    . 

184 

193 

161 

2,796 

2,933 

2,418 

15.2 

15.2 

15.0 

Women  

161 

161 

161 

2,432 

2,593 

2,109 

15.1 

16.1 

13.1 

With  hospital  insurance: 

Total  

192 

194 

186 

2,585 

2,706 

2,272 

13.5 

13.9 

12.2 

Men   .  .  

198 

210 

160 

2,475 

2,669 

1,855 

12.5 

12.7 

11.6 

Women.   

187 

181 

206 

2,673 

2,735 

2,595 

14.3 

15.1 

12.6 

Without  hospital  insur- 

ance: 

Total  

151 

153 

146 

2,636 

2,836 

2,363 

17.5 

18.5 

16.2 

Men  __ 

171 

173 

166 

3,164 

3,238 

2,957 

18.5 

18.7 

17.8 

Women.   

135 

134 

135 

2,212 

2,437 

2,048 

16.4 

18.2 

13.9 

1  Based  on  discharges. 

'  Includes  data  for  respondents  with  unknown  insurance  status. 
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Table  9.8. — ^Utilization  rates  for  persons  aged  62  and  over  in  short-stay  hospitals — 
Discharges,  hospital  days  per  1,000  persons,  and  average  length  of  stay,  by  hospital 
insurance  status,  age,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Hospital  insurance 
status,  age,  and  sex 

Discharges  per 
1,000  persons 

Hospital  days  per 
1,000  persons  ^ 

Average  length  of 
stay  (days)  i 

Total 

Benefi- 
ciaries 

Non- 
benefi- 

ciaries 

Total 

Benefi- 
ciaries 

Non- 
benefi- 
cianes 

Total 

Benefi- 
ciaries 

Non- 
benefi- 
ciaries 

Total  2 

Total: 

145 

171 

129 

1,934 

2,165 

1,795 

13 

3 

12 

.7 

13.9 

Aged  65-72  

168 

173 

153 

2,243 

2,326 

2,031 

13 

4 

13 

.4 

13.2 

Aged  73  and  over 

175 

179 

168 

3,000 

3,322 

2,384 

17 

1 

18 

.6 

14.3 

Men: 

Aged  62-64  

137 

200 

118 

2,124 

3,186 

1,814 

O 

Q 

15.4 

Aged  65-72  

185 

194 

163 

2,342 

2,434 

2,083 

12 

6 

12 

.5 

12.8 

Aged  73  and  over 

184 

192 

159 

3,371 

3,525 

2,846 

18 

18.4 

Women: 

Aged  62-64  

152 

158 

145 

1,765 

1,740 

1,768 

11 

6 

11 

.0 

12.2 

Aged  65-72  

153 

157 

145 

2  160 

2  239 

1  Q&1 

14 

1 

14 

.2 

13  7 

Aged  73  and  over  _ 

169 

166 

172 

2^722 

3!l21 

2,186 

16 

1 

18 

.8 

12^7 

With  hospital  insurance 

Total: 

161 

212 

136 

2,090 

2,826 

1,727 

13 

0 

13 

.3 

12.7 

Aged  65-72  

186 

191 

172 

2  181 

2  287 

1  917 

11 

7 

12 

0 

10.9 

Aged  73  and  over  .  . 

201 

198 

211 

3^257 

3^334 

2^919 

16 

2 

16 

8 

13!9 

Men: 

Aged  62-64   . 

146 

325 

114 

2,150 

5,626 

1,532 

14 

7 

17 

.3 

13.4 

Aged  65-72  

199 

213 

164 

2,189 

2,369 

1,790 

11 

0 

11 

.1 

10.9 

Aged  73  and  over 

197 

205 

146 

2,951 

3,081 

2,208 

15 

0 

15 

.0 

15.1 

Women: 

Aged  62-64  

174 

181 

168 

2,036 

2,047 

2,010 

11 

7 

11 

.3 

12.0 

Aged  65-72  

176 

174 

188 

2,175 

2,226 

2,064 

12 

4 

12 

.8 

11.0 

Aged  73  and  over  _ 

204 

192 

233 

3,486 

3,565 

3, 163 

17 

1 

18 

.6 

13.6 

Without  hospital  insurance 

Total: 

Aged  62-64   . 

114 

112 

116 

1,633 

1,226 

2,053 

14 

4 

11 

.0 

17.7 

Aged  65-72  

144 

151 

131 

2,369 

2,438 

2,210 

16 

4 

16 

2 

17.0 

Aged  73  and  over  

Men: 

Aged  62-64  

156 

158 

154 

2,855 

3,335 

2,306 

18 

2 

21 

1 

14.9 

117 

97 

132 

2,062 

1,229 

2,665 

17 

6 

12 

7 

20.2 

Aged  65-72  

168 

170 

163 

2,555 

2,560 

2,455 

15 

2 

15 

1 

15.0 

Aged  73  and  over  _  .  . 

173 

176 

168 

3,471 

3,987 

3,456 

21 

6 

22 

7 

20.6 

Women: 

Aged  62-64  

111 

121 

95 

1,237 

1,224 

1,260 

11 

2 

10 

1 

13.2 

Aged  65-72  

123 

133 

105 

2,209 

2,327 

2,029 

17 

9 

17 

5 

19.3 

Aged  73  and  over 

144 

138 

149 

2,190 

2,622 

1,806 

15 

2 

19 

0 

12.2 

Based  on  discharges. 

Includes  data  for  respondents  with  unknown  insurance  status. 
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Table  9.9. — Length  of  stay  of  persons  aged  65  and  over  in  short-stay  hospitals- — 
Percentage  distribution  of  discharges  by  length  of  stay,  by  age,  1962 


Total 

Men 

Women 

Length  of  stay 

per  discharge 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

1  otal 

Aged 

7Q 

1  otal 

A  A 

Aged 

7Q 

/  o 

1  otal 

A  A 

Aged 

7Q 
/  o 

(KK  79 
DO—/  Z 

and 

cc  70 

DO—/  Z 

and 

ftt;  70 
DO— /Z 

and 

over 

over 

over 

iNumDer  oi  ciisciiarges  v.*novisaiiQSy' 







Total 

2,991 

1 ,591 

1 ,398 

1 ,428 

804 

629 

1 ,563 

787 

769 

2  796 

1  518 

1  280 

1  329 

752 

584 

1  467 

766 

696 

Percentage  distribution 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1-3  days  

ID 

1  ft 

1  A 

1  7 

on 

1  A 

i.'k 

lO 

1  A 
ID 

14 

4-6  days  

1  7 
J.  / 

lO 

1  Q 

1  ft 

1  R 
ID 

OI 
Zl 

1  ft 

ID 

1 

lO 

1  p. 

ID 

18 

20 

1  A 
ID 

18 

1  Q 

ly 

lO 

1  Q 

ly 

21 

1  7 
1  / 

20 

19 

21 

18 

17 

1  Q 

ly 

22 

21 

23 

on 

zv 

on 

on 
zu 

on 
zu 

on 

ZU 

1  Q 

ly 

19 

on 

ZU 

c 
O 

A 

■* 

5 

4 

A 
■1 

A 

e 
O 

4 

/ 

dPt—(\f\  Aa-ira 

2 

2 

o 

Q 

o 

r> 
o 

Q 
O 

z 

o 
z 

\  ) 

1 
I 

\  ) 

1 

2 

'7f\  on  rlQ^7C3 

1 

(^) 

(1) 

(1) 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

(1) 

3 

1 

1 

1 

Cumulative  percentage 

1-3  days   

16 

18 

14 

17 

20 

14 

15 

16 

14 

4-6  days     _   

33 

33 

32 

35 

36 

34 

31 

31 

31 

7-9  days  ...  ...   . 

51 

53 

48 

52 

55 

50 

50 

52 

47 

10-14  days.                                 .  . 

71 

73 

69 

70 

72 

68 

72 

73 

70 

15-30  days      . .  .  . .  ...  .  . .  . . 

91 

92 

89 

91 

92 

89 

91 

92 

90 

31-45  days   

96 

96 

95 

95 

96 

93 

96 

96 

97 

46-60  days   .....     . . 

98 

98 

96 

98 

99 

96 

98 

98 

97 

61-75  days  

98 

99 

98 

98 

99 

97 

99 

98 

99 

76-90  days  

99 

99 

98 

98 

99 

97 

99 

99 

99 

91  or  more  days   ..... 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 


Table  9.10. — Utilization  of  long-stay  medical  facilities  by  persons  aged  62  and  over — 
Percent  receiving  care,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Total 

Men 

Women 

Age 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Aged  62-64  

4,290 

1,647 

2,642 

2,029 

484 

1,545 

2,261 

1,163 

1,097 

Aged  65  and  over 

17,469 

12,205 

5,264 

7,763 

5,716 

2,047 

9,706 

6,489 

3,217 

Aged  65-72  

9,487 

6,952 

2,535 

4,342 

3,101 

1,241 

5,145 

3,851 

1,294 

Aged  73  and  over  

7,982 

5,252 

2,730 

3,421 

2,615 

806 

4,561 

2,637 

1,924 

Percent  in  long-stay  facihties: 

Aged  62-64  

2 

2 

3 

4 

7 

3 

1 

(^) 

2 

Aged  65  and  over 

4 

2 

9 

4 

2 

9 

5 

3 

10 

Aged  65-72  

2 

1 

5 

2 

2 

4 

2 

1 

6 

Aged  73  and  over  

7 

3 

13 

5 

2 

16 

8 

5 

12 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  9.11. — Visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Number  of  visits 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  visits 

Total  percent  

No  visits  

1-5  visits  

6-11  visits  

12-23  visits  

24  or  more  visits  


Total 


Total 


17,469 
16,774 


100 


Bene- 
fici- 


12,204 
11,694 


100 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


5,264 
5,079 


100 


Men 


Total 


7,763 
7,444 


100 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


5,716 
5,481 

100 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


2,047 
1,963 

100 


Women 


Total 


9,706 
9.330 


100 


1  Excludes  persons  in  institutions. 


Table  9.12. — Visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 
tion of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary 
status,  1962 


Number  of  visits  and 
income  group 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  visits  and  income 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  

Percent  reporting: 

No  visits: 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  

1-5  visits: 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  

6-11  visits: 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  

12-23  visits: 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  

24  or  more  visits: 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third-  

High  income  third  


Total 

Men 

Women 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

17,469 

12,204 

5,264 

7,763 

5,716 

2,047 

9,706 

6,488 

3,217 

14,596 

10,316 

4,281 

6 ,  .557 

4,893 

1,664 

8,038 

5,423 

2,617 

4,989 

3,057 

1,932 

2,204 

1,558 

646 

2,785 

1,499 

1,286 

4,893 

3,894 

999 

2,185 

1,851 

334 

2,708 

2,043 

665 

4,714 

3,365 

1,350 

2,168 

1,484 

684 

2,546 

1,881 

666 

31 

31 

31 

37 

36 

40 

27 

26 

27 

30 

30 

29 

36 

36 

38 

25 

26 

24 

26 

26 

25 

26 

27 

25 

25 

25 

25 

37 

35 

39 

35 

35 

35 

38 

36 

42 

34 

34 

35 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

35 

39 

38 

41 

41 

41 

40 

37 

35 

42 

13 

14 

11 

12 

13 

10 

13 

14 

12 

15 

16 

13 

13 

14 

8 

17 

18 

15 

18 

18 

18 

17 

17 

19 

19 

20 

16 

13 

13 

13 

10 

10 

9 

16 

16 

15 

14 

13 

15 

11 

10 

17 

15 

16 

14 

12 

12 

12 

9 

9 

10 

14 

15 

13 

6 

7 

5 

6 

6 

6 

6 

7 

4 

7 

7 

8 

6 

7 

3 

8 

7 

11 

6 

6 

4 

6 

7 

6 

5 

6 

4 

'  Excludes  persons  in  institutions. 


358 


THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


Table  9.13. — Visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  health  status  and  age,  1962 


Health  status  *  and 
number  of  visits 

Men 

Women 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged  65  and  over 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged  65  and 

over 

Total 

65-72 

73  and 
over 

Total 

65-72 

73  and 
over 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

2,029 

7,763 

4,342 

3,421 

2,265 

9,706 

5,145 

4,561 

Reporting  on  visits  and  health 

status:  ^ 

Good  health    

683 

2,585 

1,394 

1,191 

1,003 

4,040 

2,349 

1,690 

Fair  health 

408 

2,123 

1,242 

881 

411 

2,107 

1,099 

1,007 

Poor  health- _   

190 

1,238 

636 

602 

110 

910 

369 

541 

Percent  reporting: 

Good  health: 

Total  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

No  visits  

44 

45 

44 

46 

33 

33 

34 

32 

1-5  visits  

38 

36 

35 

36 

40 

37 

38 

36 

6 — 1 1  visits 

12 

10 

10 

10 

13 

16 

16 

16 

12-23  visits...   

5 

6 

7 

6 

10 

10 

9 

12 

2 

3 

3 

2 

4 

4 

4 

4 

Fair  health: 

Total    

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

No  visits.  

33 

29 

29 

28 

28 

22 

22 

22 

1-5  visits  ..   

31 

36 

34 

38 

31 

32 

33 

32 

6-11  visits  .   

17 

16 

16 

17 

21 

20 

20 

19 

12-23  visits.  ..   

12 

12 

14 

9 

14 

19 

20 

18 

24  or  more  visits  

7 

7 

7 

8 

6 

7 

6 

9 

Poor  health: 

Total  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

No  visits.   .     .  ... 

14 

18 

19 

18 

22 

11 

11 

12 

1-5  visits  _  

29 

31 

31 

31 

20 

26 

23 

28 

6-11  visits      ..  .   

20 

18 

18 

17 

14 

20 

22 

18 

12-23  visits   

18 

19 

21 

18 

21 

27 

29 

26 

24  or  more  visits  . 

18 

14 

12 

16 

23 

16 

15 

17 

I  Based  on  self -evaluation. 

'  Excludes  persons  in  institutions. 
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Table  9.14. — Visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status, 
1962 


Total 

Men 

Women 

Age  and  number  of  visits 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 



aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Aged  62-64: 

Total  

4.290 

1,647 

2,642 

2,029 

484 

1,545 

2,261 

1,163 

1,097 

Reporting  on  visits  '  

4,090 

1,572 

2,572 

1,934 

461 

1,473 

2,156 

1,111 

1,044 

Aged  65-72: 

Total  

9,487 

6,952 

2,534 

4,342 

3,101 

1,241 

5,145 

3,851 

1,293 

Reporting  on  visits  i._ 

9,108 

6,656 

2,451 

4,150 

2,959 

1,191 

4,958 

3,697 

1,260 

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total  

7,982 

5,253 

2,730 

3,421 

2,615 

806 

4,561 

2,638 

1,924 

Reporting  on  visits      .     _  .  . 

7,667 

5,040 

2,628 

3,295 

2,523 

772 

4,372 

2,517 

1,856 

Percent  reporting: 

Aged  62-64: 

Total  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

No  visits       -  .  _ 

33 

30 

35 

35 

30 

37 

30 

30 

31 

1-5  visits  .... 

37 

37 

38 

38 

33 

39 

37 

38 

36 

6-11  visits                  _  -_- 

14 

14 

15 

14 

14 

14 

15 

14 

16 

12-23  visits  

10 

13 

8 

8 

14 

6 

12 

12 

11 

24  or  more  visits     - .  . 

6 

7 

5 

5 

9 

4 

6 

6 

7 

Aged  65-72: 

Total  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

No  visits 

30 

30 

33 

33 

33 

33 

28 

26 

32 

1-5  visits _ 

36 

35 

38 

36 

36 

38 

36 

35 

38 

6-11  visits 

15 

16 

14 

14 

14 

14 

16 

17 

13 

12-23  visits  

13 

14 

11 

11 

11 

10 

15 

16 

11 

24  or  more  visits.  . 

6 

6 

5 

6 

6 

5 

6 

6 

5 

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

No  visits 

27 

27 

25 

32 

32 

33 

23 

24 

21 

1-5  visits 

40 

37 

44 

39 

38 

43 

40 

37 

45 

6-11  visits-            _        -  - 

15 

16 

12 

13 

15 

9 

16 

17 

13 

12-23  visits  

12 

12 

13 

9 

8 

10 

15 

15 

14 

24  or  more  visits.  __   

7 

7 

6 

7 

7 

6 

7 

7 

6 

'  Excludes  persons  in  institutions. 
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Table  9.15. — Adequacy  of  visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Per- 
centage distribution  of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  beneficiary 
status,  1962 


Adequacy  and  number  of  visits 


Men 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Non- 
benefi- 


Women 


Total 


Benefi- 
ciaries 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  visits   and   adequacy  of 
visits:  1 

Persons  see  doctor  as  often  as  they 
should  

Persons  do  not  see  doctor  as  often  as 
they  should  

Percent  reporting: 

See  doctor  as  often  as  they  should: 

Total  

No  visits  

1-5  visits  

6-11  visits  

12-23  visits  

24  or  more  visits  

Do  not  see  doctor  as  often  as  they  should: 

Total  

No  visits  

1-5  visits  

6-11  visits  

12-23  visits  

24  or  more  visits  


7.763 


3,836 
3,608 


100 
29 
34 
16 
12 


100 
36 
41 
11 
7 
4 


5,716 


2,945 
2,536 


100 
28 
34 
17 
12 


100 
38 
40 
11 
7 
4 


2,047 


891 
1.072 


100 
33 
34 
14 
14 
7 

100 
33 
44 
11 
8 
4 


,706 


5,122 
4,208 


100 
24 
34 
18 
17 
8 

100 
28 
43 
13 
12 
4 


1,488 


3,507 
2,706 


100 
22 
33 
19 
18 
8 

100 

29 
39 
15 
13 
5 


Excludes  persons  in  institutions. 


Table  9.16. — Adequacy  of  visits  with  doctors  by  persons  aged  65  and  over — Per- 
centage distribution  of  persons  consulting  doctor  by  number  of  visits,  by  income 
group,  1962 


Men 

Women 

Adequacy  and  number  of  visits 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

income 

income 

income 

income 

income 

income 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

Number  (thousands): 

Reporting  on  visits  and  adequacy  of  visits:  i 

Persons  see  doctor  as  often  as  they  should  

997 

1,187 

1,267 

1,315 

1,507 

1,623 

Persons  do  not  see  doctor  as  often  as  they  should. 

1,207 

998 

901 

1,470 

1,201 

923 

Persons  reporting: 

See  doctor  as  often  as  they  should: 

Total            .        -  _  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

No  visits     -    _  _   

35 

31 

22 

26 

23 

21 

29 

30 

41 

32 

32 

35 

6-11  visits               .                           _  _ 

13 

16 

18 

15 

19 

21 

12-23  visits                    .  _   

13 

15 

10 

18 

17 

17 

24  or  more  visits   .  _____ 

9 

8 

9 

8 

9 

6 

Do  not  see  doctor  as  often  as  they  should: 

Total  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

38 

42 

32 

27 

28 

31 

1-5  visits  - 

40 

39 

41 

45 

37 

40 

6-11  visits           .      _  _ 

11 

8 

16 

12 

16 

15 

12-23  visits    

7 

7 

9 

13 

13 

10 

24  or  more  visits  __  __._. 

4 

4 

3 

4 

7 

4 

1  Excludes  persons  in  institutions. 
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Table  10.1. — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Medical  costs  incurred  ' 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Total  number  (thousands)  

5,445 

4,325 

1,120 

2,402 

1 ,600 

803 

6,329 

3,786 

2,543 

Total  percent.-  _   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  costs  2 _   

88 

89 

82 

78 

82 

70 

82 

86 

77 

Not  reporting  on  costs 

12 

11 

18 

22 

18 

30 

18 

14 

23 

Care  without  charge 

9 

8 

13 

18 

14 

25 

14 

11 

20 

Cost  unknown.     _    _      .  _ 

3 

3 

5 

3 

3 

4 

3 

3 

3 

Percent  reporting  on  costs  ^  . 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  incurred  

3 

3 

3 

16 

16 

16 

9 

7 

12 

$1-99  

24 

24 

24 

44 

42 

50 

39 

38 

40 

$100-199 

18 

17 

19 

14 

15 

10 

21 

23 

19 

$200-299  

14 

14 

14 

6 

7 

4 

10 

10 

9 

$300-399  

10 

10 

12 

5 

6 

2 

5 

6 

4 

$400-499     

6 

6 

4 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

2 

$500-749  

9 

10 

7 

3 

3 

1 

6 

6 

5 

$750-999  

5 

5 

5 

3 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

$1,000-1,499  

5 

5 

7 

3 

3 

4 

2 

2 

3 

$1,500-1,999  

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

$2,000-2,499  

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

$2,500  or  more  

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

Median  cost: 

All  units  reporting              .  _  _ 

$240 

$240 

$220 

$75 

$80 

$70 

$110 

$120 

$95 

Units  with  incurred  costs  .  

250 

250 

235 

95 

125 

85 

130 

135 

120 

Mean  cost: 

All  units  reporting   

442 

449 

412 

260 

247 

293 

282 

275 

296 

Units  with  incurred  costs 

454 

461 

426 

308 

292 

349 

309 

295 

334 

1  Includes  costs  met  by  health  insurance  but  excludes  premiums  for  the  insurance. 

2  Units  reporting  total  medical  costs  of  known  amounts  without  any  care  provided  by  government 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered;  these 
units  assumed  responsibility  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance)  or  with 
the  help  of  relatives. 

^  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies, 
or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered.  *  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 


Table  10.2. — Type  of  medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over- 
distribution  of  costs  by  type  of  service,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


-Percentage 


Type  of  service 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  incurred  cost 

Mean  cost  *  

Total  percent  

All  medical  institutions  

Short-stay  hospitals  

Other  

Physicians  and  surgeons  

Medicines  and  drugs  

Dentists  

Other  


Married  couples 


Total 


5,445 
4,636 


$454 
100 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


4,325 
3,743 


$461 
100 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


1,120 
893 


$426 
100 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


2,402 
1,590 


$308 
100 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


1,600 
1,115 


$292 
100 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


803 
475 


$349 
100 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


6,329 
4,757 


$309 
100 


'  Units  reporting  total  medical  costs  of  known  amounts  without  any  care  provided  by  government 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered;  these  units 
assumed  responsibility  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance)  or  with  the 
help  of  relatives.  *  Based  on  units  with  incurred  costs,  as  defined  on  table  10.1. 
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Table  10.3. — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status  and  hospitalization  status,  1962 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

Beneficiary  status  and 

medical  costs  incurred  ' 

In 

Not  in 

In 

Not  in 

In 

Not  in 

hospital  2 

hospital ' 

hospital  2 

hospital  * 

hospital ' 

hospital ' 

Total 

1,291 

4,100 

362 

1,813 

878 

5,035 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  costs  *.  .   

76 

91 

53 

89 

63 

90 

Not  reporting  on  costs--   

24 

9 

47 

11 

37 

10 

17 

6 

38 

10 

28 

9 

Cost  unknown   

7 

2 

9 

1 

9 

1 

Percent  reporting  on  cost  *    

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  incurred   _  

3 

18 

10 

$1-99  

31 

2 

51 

1 

45 

$100-199  

3 

22 

5 

15 

4 

24 

$200-299    

2 

17 

9 

6 

9 

10 

$300-399  

6 

11 

11 

4 

9 

5 

$400-499  -_    .__  

8 

5 

6 

2 

8 

2 

$500-749  .  __  _    -- 

19 

7 

11 

2 

23 

3 

$750-999  

15 

2 

20 

(«) 

10 

(0) 

$1,000-1,499     

20 

1 

18 

1 

17 

(«) 

$1,500-1,999    

11 

(«) 

5 

9 

(') 

$2,000-2,499                      _    .  - 

8 

C) 

3 

4 

(•) 

$2 , 500  or  more    

8 

(«) 

10 

5 

(«) 

Median  coat: 

All  units  reporting   ,   _- 

$940 

$175 

$820 

$60 

$705 

$90 

Units  with  incurred  costs  

940 

180 

820 

80 

705 

100 

Mean  cost: 

All  units  reporting.  _  _                    _  .  _ 

1,220 

233 

1,084 

102 

1,022 

142 

1,220 

241 

1,084 

125 

1,022 

158 

Beneficiaries 

Total  number  (thousands)  

1,055 

3,229 

258 

1,264 

541 

3,104 

Total  percent    

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  costs  *  

78 

93 

61 

90 

71 

91 

Not  reporting  on  costs    

22 

7 

39 

10 

29 

9 

Care  without  charge  *    

16 

5 

29 

8 

21 

7 

Cost  unknown  

6 

2 

10 

2 

8 

2 

Percent  reporting  on  costs  *  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  incurred  _    ____    __  __   

3 

18 

8 

$1-99  

31 

1 

48 

1 

44 

$100-199  

4 

21 

6 

17 

4 

26 

$200-299     -- 

3 

17 

11 

6 

11 

10 

$300-399   -  

6 

11 

12 

5 

11 

5 

$400-499   -   

8 

6 

4 

2 

8 

3 

$500-749  

20 

7 

8 

2 

22 

4 

$750-999  -     

14 

3 

24 

(•) 

10 

(•) 

$1,000-1,499  

18 

1 

16 

1 

15 

(«) 

ir 

(«) 

4 

9 

(•) 

$2,000-2,499  

8 

4 

6 

(•) 

$2,500  or  more   -  

9 

(») 

10 

4 

Median  cost: 

$920 

$175 

$820 

$65 

$675 

$95 

Units  with  incurred  costs    

920 

180 

820 

85 

675 

170 

Mean  cost: 

140 

All  units  reporting            .  _   

1,213 

234 

1,064 

111 

990 

Units  with  incurred  costs   

1,213 

242 

1,064 

135 

990 

152 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  10.3. — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status  and  hospitalization  status,  1962 — ■ 
Continued 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

tn6<lic&l  costs  incurrBcl  ^ 

In 

Not  in 

In 

Not  in 

In 

Not  in 

hospital  2 

hospital  2 

hospital  2 

hospital ' 

hospital  2 

hospital  * 

•  • 

Nonoeneficiaries 

Total  number  (thousands)  

236 

871 

105 

550 

337 

1 ,932 

Total  percent         _  _ 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  costs  *         _  .   

68 

86 

32 

86 

50 

88 

Not  reporting  on  costs 

32 

14 

68 

14 

50 

12 

Care  without  charge  5_  .   

23 

10 

59 

13 

40 

11 

Cost  unknown  . 

9 

4 

9 

1 

10 

1 

Percent  reporting  on  costs  * 

lUU 

lUU 

\  ) 

1  nn 

lUU 

1  nn 
lUU 

1  nn 

iUU 

None  incurred 

4 

19 

13 

on 

58 



1 

10 

«i  00—1 QQ 

12 

3 

o^ 

ZL 

«9n0— 9QQ 

17 

5 

5 

10 

«Q00— "^QQ 

4 

14 

2 

4 

4 

«4.00— 4QQ 

7 

4 

2 

9 

2 

$500-749  

16 

5 

26 

3 

$750-999 

20 

1 

1 

10 

C) 

$1,000-1,499  

26 

2 

23 

1 

$1,500-1,999  

9 

(«) 

10 

(«) 

$2,000-2,499  

9 

(•) 

1 

(«) 

$2,500  or  more  

8 

8 

(•) 

Median  cost: 

All  units  reporting  _ 

$1,010 

$170 

(') 

$55 

$795 

$80 

Units  with  incurred  costs  

1,010 

180 

{') 

70 

795 

95 

Mean  cost: 

All  units  reporting _  _        .  _ 

1,256 

228 

H) 

79 

1,096 

145 

Units  with  incurred  costs.  . 

1,256 

237 

C) 

98 

1,096 

167 

1  Includes  costs  met  by  health  insurance  but  excludes  the  premiums  for  the  insurance. 

2  In  general  or  short-stay  hospitals.    For  couples,  one  or  both  members  were  hospitalized. 
Excludes  persons  who  were  in  long-stay  medical  facilities. 

*  Units  reporting  total  medical  costs  of  known  amounts  without  any  care  provided  by  government 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered;  these 
units  assumed  responsibility  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance)  or  with 
the  help  of  relatives. 

^  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies, 
or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered. 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 

^  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  10.4. — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status  and  health  insurance  status,  1962 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

Beneficiary  status  and  medical  costs  incurred  * 

With 

Withoul 

With 

Without 

With 

Without 

health 

health 

health 

health 

neaitn 

neaibu 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

Total 

Total  number  '  (thousands)  

3,486 

1,953 

857 

1,467 

3,043 

3,204 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  costs  '  

91 

81 

93 

72 

90 

75 

Not  reporting  on  costs  

9 

19 

7 

28 

10 

25 

4 

18 

5 

26 

5 

23 

2 

2 

2 

A 
t 

2 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  incurred  

2 

4 

9 

21 

6 

11 

$1-99 

21 

31 

44 

46 

37 

42 

$100-199    

18 

18 

15 

13 

22 

20 

$200-299    

14 

14 

9 

4 

11 

8 

$300-399.  __   _   

11 

3 

g 

4 

g 

4 

$400-499      -  

7 

4 

3 

2 

4 

2 

$500-749  

g 

10 

4 

2 

g 

5 

$750-999   

6 

4 

4 

2 

2 

1 

$1,000-1,499 

g 

5 

2 

3 

2 

$1,500-1,999     _ 

3 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

$2  000-2  499 

2 

1 

\  J 

\  ) 

1 

\  ) 

2 

$2,500  or  more..  

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Median  cost: 

$270 

$185 

$95 

$60 

$130 

$90 

280 

195 

115 

85 

144 

115 

Mean  cost: 

490 

346 

275 

207 

277 

262 

500 

360 

303 

262 

296 

296 

Beneficiaries 

2,761 

1,560 

631 

962 

2,175 

1,597 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

91 

84 

93 

76 

91 

79 

9 

16 

7 

24 

9 

21 

4 

15 

4 

22 

4 

19 

4 

1 

3 

3 

4 

1 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

2 

4 

10 

20 

6 

9 

$1-99 

21 

30 

40 

43 

38 

39 

$100-199     

17 

18 

16 

14 

23 

23 

$200-299   

13 

14 

9 

6 

11 

8 

$300-399   

11 

8 

7 

5 

6 

5 

$400-499  

7 

4 

4 

2 

4 

3 

$500-749     _  

10 

10 

4 

3 

5 

6 

$750-999    

6 

4 

4 

2 

2 

2 

$1,000-1,499.  

6 

3 

5 

1 

2 

2 

3 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

$2,000-2,499   

2 

1 

(») 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

Median  cost: 

$275 

$185 

$100 

$70 

$130 

$105 

285 

200 

130 

95 

140 

125 

Mean  cost: 

505 

343 

270 

228 

274 

262 

514 

357 

300 

284 

290 

278 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  10.4. — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status  and  health  insurance  status,  1962 — 
Continued 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

Beneficiary  status  and  medical  cos 

ts  incurred  ' 

With 

Without 

With 

Without 

With 

Without 

health 

health 

health 

health 

health 

health 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

Nonbeneficiaries 

Total  number  *  (thousands) 

725 

393 

226 

505 

868 

1,608 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

91 

67 

91 

65 

88 

72 

9 

33 

9 

35 

12 

28 

Care  without  charge  *  

3 

30 

8 

34 

8 

26 

Cost  unknown 

6 

3 

1 

1 

4 

2 

Percent  reporting  on  costs  *_   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  incurred  

3 

3 

6 

24 

8 

14 

$1-99    . 

20 

36 

53 

52 

35 

44 

$100-199                    _  __ 

20 

16 

11 

10 

21 

18 

$200-299     

15 

11 

8 

2 

10 

8 

$300-399  _  _  

12 

11 

2 

2 

5 

3 

$400-499   

5 

3 

3 

3 

4 

1 

$500-749     

7 

7 

4 

7 

4 

$750-999   .._   

6 

2 

3 

1 

3 

$1,000-1,499   .. 

7 

6 

6 

3 

3 

2 

$1,500-1,999  

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

$2,000-2,499.   

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

Median  cost: 

All  units  reporting   

$245 

$165 

$80 

$50 

$130 

$80 

255 

180 

90 

75 

150 

95 

Mean  cost: 

All  units  reporting  

434 

360 

288 

160 

285 

261 

Units  with  incurred  costs  

448 

373 

307 

210 

311 

304 

1  Includes  costs  met  by  health  insurance  but  excludes  the  premiums  for  the  insurance. 

2  Excludes  those  not  reporting  health  insurance  status. 

'  Units  reporting  total  medical  costs  of  known  amounts  without  any  care  provided  by  government 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered;  these 
units  assumed  responsibility  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance)  or  with 
the  help  of  relatives. 

*  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies 
or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered. 
»  Not  shown  where  0.6  percent  or  less. 
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Table  10.5.— Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  costs,  by  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Medical  costs  incurred  ^ 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

Total  number  (thousands)  

1,569 

1,573 

1,577 

734 

708 

730 

1 ,867 

1,810 

1,860 

Total  percent   . 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  costs  *   . 

80 

91 

93 

71 

76 

90 

80 

78 

89 

Not  reporting  on  costs  _   

20 

9 

7 

29 

24 

10 

20 

22 

11 

Care  without  charge  *       -  _  . 

18 

7 

4 

27 

20 

9 

17 

18 

10 

Cost  unknown  

2 

2 

4 

2 

4 

1 

3 

3 

2 

Percent  reporting  on  costs   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  incurred  _   

3 

3 

2 

19 

18 

11 

10 

7 

6 

$1-99  

34 

26 

15 

48 

37 

47 

41 

41 

35 

$100-199  .  

17 

19 

17 

13 

17 

13 

21 

22 

23 

$200-299   

12 

13 

16 

4 

6 

9 

9 

9 

11 

$300-399              _  -   

10 

11 

10 

5 

6 

4 

4 

5 

6 

$400-499   

O 

4 

y 

1 
1 

2 

Q 
O 

o 

4 

$500-749  -     .    .  

9 

9 

10 

4 

3 

2 

5 

7 

5 

$750-999  

3 

4 

8 

1 

2 

4 

2 

1 

2 

*i  nno— 1  AQQ 

5 

4 

7 

1 

3 

2 

2 

3 

$1,500-1,999  

1 

3 

3 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

$2,000-2,499  

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

$2,500  or  more  

1 

1 

2 

(«) 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

Meaian  cost: 

All  units  reporting.  _ 

$180 

$215 

$295 

$65 

$85 

$80 

$95 

$110 

$135 

Units  with  incurred  costs 

190 

235 

305 

85 

120 

95 

115 

125 

150 

Mean  cost: 

All  units  reporting  . 

330 

415 

521 

165 

251 

259 

259 

248 

318 

Units  with  incurred  costs 

339 

427 

531 

205 

308 

292 

288 

266 

339 

'  Includes  costs  met  by  health  insurance  but  excludes  the  premiums  for  the  insurance. 

2  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies, 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered;  these  units 
assumed  responsibihty  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance)  or  with  the 
help  of  relatives. 

'  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies, 
or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered. 
*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  lees. 
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Table  10.6. — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age,  1962 


Beneficiary  status  and 
medical  costs  incurred  ' 


Total 

Total  number  (thousands) . 
Total  percent  


Reporting  on  costs  '  

Not  reporting  on  costs . 
Care  without  charge 
Cost  unknown  


Percent  reporting  on  costs 

None  incurred  

$1-99  

$100-199  

$200-299  

$300-399  

$400-499  

$500-749  

$750-999  

$1,000-1,499  

$1,500-1,999  

$2,000-2,499  

$2,500  or  more  


Median  cost: 

All  units  reporting  

Units  with  incurred  costs. 

Mean  cost: 

All  units  reporting  

Units  with  incurred  costs_ 


Married  couples 


Nonmarried  men 


Beneficiaries 

Total  number  (thousands) . 

Total  percent  

Reporting  on  costs  ^  

Not  reporting  on  costs  

Care  without  charge  '  

Cost  unknown  

Percent  reporting  on  costs  '  

None  incurred  

$1-99  

$100-199  

$200-299  

$300-399  

$400-499  

$500-749  

$750-999  

$1,000-1,499  

$1,500-1,999  

$2,000-2,499  

$2,500  or  more  

Median  cost: 

All  units  reporting  

Units  with  incurred  costs  

Mean  cost: 

All  units  reporting  

Units  with  incurred  costs  


Nonmarried  women 


Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

73 

Aged 

Aged 

73 

Aged 

Aged 

73 

62-64 

65-72 

and 

62-64 

65-72 

and 

62-64 

65-72 

and 

over 

over 

over 

1,783 

3,344 

2,101 

378 

1,077 

1,326 

809 

2,797 

3,531 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

91 

89 

85 

73 

81 

76 

90 

85 

80 

9 

11 

15 

27 

19 

24 

10 

15 

20 

5 

7 

12 

23 

16 

20 

9 

12 

17 

4 

4 

3 

4 

3 

4 

1 

3 

3 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

3 

3 

2 

12 

14 

17 

7 

7 

10 

25 

25 

23 

48 

44 

44 

40 

42 

36 

20 

18 

18 

17 

14 

14 

22 

22 

21 

12 

14 

13 

8 

7 

6 

9 

10 

9 

10 

11 

9 

4 

4 

5 

6 

5 

5 

5 

6 

& 

1 

3 

2 

2 

3 

3 

11 

8 

11 

2 

3 

2 

4 

5 

6 

5 

5 

5 

1 

4 

3 

4 

1 

2 

5 

4 

7 

6 

3 

3 

3 

2 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

(*) 

{*) 

2 

$215 

$230 

$255 

$80 

$80 

$75 

$110 

$105 

$115 

230 

240 

260 

95 

100 

95 

130 

120 

140 

446 

419 

480 

232 

267 

255 

238 

232 

325 

460 

432 

491 

264 

309 

309 

256 

249 

361 

464 

2,540 

1,785 

123 

724 

875 

401 

1,969 

1,816 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

88 

90 

87 

71 

84 

81 

94 

87 

85 

12 

10 

13 

29 

16 

19 

6 

13 

15 

9 

7 

10 

21 

13 

15 

4 

10 

12 

3 

3 

3 

s 

3 

3 

2 

3 

3 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

2 

3 

2 

11 

15 

16 

7 

6 

8 

31 

25 

22 

41 

41 

43 

40 

41 

35 

12 

17 

18 

16 

14 

16 

21 

22 

23 

11 

15 

12 

9 

8 

6 

10 

10 

9 

11 

10 

9 

4 

5 

6 

6 

5 

6 

6 

6 

7 

3 

2 

3 

4 

3 

9 

9 

11 

7 

4 

3 

4 

6 

5 

8 

5 

5 

4 

3 

4 

1 

2 

5 

4 

7 

9 

3 

3 

3 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

2 

3 

1 

3 

1 

2 

{*) 

2 

$245 

$230 

$265 

$90 

$85 

$80 

$114 

$110 

$130 

260 

240 

275 

120 

110 

100 

130 

125 

150 

572 

417 

495 

287 

255 

239 

236 

234 

319 

586 

429 

506 

324 

300 

284 

253 

249 

345 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Table  10.6. — Medical  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age,  1962 — Continued 


Beneficiary  status  and 
medical  costs  incurred  i 


Married  couples 


Aged 
62-64 


Aged 
65-72 


Aged 
73 
and 


Nonmarried  men 


Aged 
62-64 


Aged 
65-72 


Aged 
73 
and 


Nonmarried  women 


Aged 
62-64 


Nonbeneficiaries 

Total  number  (thousands) . 

Total  percent  

Reporting  on  costs  '  

Not  reporting  on  costs  

Care  without  charge  '  

Cost  unknown  

Percent  reporting  on  costs  '  

None  incurred  

$1-99  

$100-199  

$200-299  

$300-399  

$400-499  

$500-749  

$750-999  

$1,000-1,499  

$1,500-1,999  

$2,000-2,499  

$2,500  or  more  

Median  cost: 

All  units  reporting  

Units  with  incurred  costs  

Mean  cost: 

All  units  reporting  

Units  with  incurred  costa  


1,319 
100 


804 
100 


316 
100 


256 
100 


353 
100 


451 
100 


408 
100 


92 
8 
3 
5 

100 
3 
24 
22 
12 
9 
5 
12 
4 
5 
3 
1 
1 


$210 
220 


403 
416 


87 

13 
7 
6 

100 
4 
24 
18 
14 
13 
5 


$235 
245 


425 
441 


71 

29 
27 

3 

100 
2 
27 
23 
14 
8 
2 
11 
3 
8 


74 
26 
24 
2 

100 
12 
50 
18 
7 
4 
1 


$190 
195 


374 
381 


$75 
90 


206 
235 


77 

23 
20 
3 

100 
11 
52 
13 
4 
2 
4 
2 
4 
4 
1 
3 
1 


$75 
85 


292 
327 


34 
29 
5 

100 
21 
48 
8 
5 
3 
2 
1 
2 
3 
3 
2 
2 


$60 
85 


293 
371 


85 
15 
14 
1 

100 
8 
40 
23 
8 
8 
1 
3 
4 
3 
1 


$110 
125 


240 
259 


1  Includes  costs  met  by  health  insurance  but  excludes  the  premiums  for  the  insurance. 

'  Units  reporting  total  medical  costs  of  known  amount  without  any  care  provided  by  government 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  v.'ith  no  bill  rendered;  these 
units  assumed  responsibihty  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance)  or 
■with  the  help  of  relatives. 

'  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies, 
or  supplied  by  a  doctor  or  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered. 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  10.7. — Short-stay-hospital  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 
age distribution  of  units  by  costs,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Hospital  costs  incurred  • 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Total  number  (thousands)  

1,291 

1,056 

236 

362 

258 



105 

878 

542 

336 

Total  percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  costs  ^           _  - 

80 

81 

72 

54 

63 

32 

65 

73 

52 

Not  reporting  on  costs 

20 

19 

28 

46 

37 

68 

35 

27 

48 

Care  without  charge  ^ 

15 

13 

22 

38 

29 

59 

26 

19 

38 

Cost  unknown 

5 

5 

6 

8 

8 

9 

9 

8 

10 

Percent  reporting  costs  ^ 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

{*) 

100 

100 

100 

$1-99  

9 

9 

5 

14 

15 

7 

6 

9 

$100-199  

18 

18 

18 

17 

17 

18 

22 

10 

$200-299  

14 

15 

11 

15 
6 

17 

20 

21 

18 
8 

$300-399  

11 

11 

6 

11 

4 

9 

10 

$400-499  

7 

11 

6 

6 

8 

5 

14 

$500-749  

17 
8 

16 

22 

20 
9 

22 

18 

18 

6 

19 
9 

$750-999  

8 

8 

7 

7 

$1,000-1,499  

8 

9 

4 

8 

6 

6 

7 

4 

$1,500-1,999  

3 

3 

7 

4 

5 

2 

1 

4 

$2,000-2.499  

3 

3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

4 

$2,500  or  more  

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

2 

Median  cost  

$385 

$370 

$445 

$365 

$350 

$345 

$305 

$430 

Mean  cost 

588 

581 

622 

525 

529 

541 

539 

544 

'  Based  on  stays  in  general  or  short-stay  hospitals.  For  couples,  one  or  both  members  were  hospital- 
ized.   Includes  hospital  charges  met  by  health  insurance  but  excludes  the  premiums  for  the  insurance. 

2  Units  reporting  total  hospital  costs  of  known  amounts  without  any  care  provided  by  government 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered;  these  units  assumed 
responsibility  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance''  or  with  the  help  of 
relatives. 

2  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies, 
or  supplied  by  a  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered. 
*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
5  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  10.8. — Short-stay-hospital  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Perc(;nt- 
age  distribution  of  units  by  costs,  by  health  insurance  status,  1962 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

Hospital  costs  incurred  ^ 

With 

Without 

With 

Without 

With 

Without 

health 

health 

health 

health 

health 

health 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

Total  number  ^  (thousands)  _ 

875 

416 

167 

183 

507 

359 

Total  percent- 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  costs  ' 

86 

66 

87 

28 

78 

49 

Not  reporting  on  costs  . 

14 

34 

13 

72 

22 

51 

Care  without  charge               .  ... 

7 

33 

10 

64 

9 

50 

Cost  unknown 

7 

2 

8 

13 

1 

Percent  reporting  on  costs  ^_  . 

100 

100 

100 

(5) 

100 

100 

$1-99  

8 

12 

16 

6 

10 

$100-199  

17 

19 

17 

9 

21 

13 

$200-299..                  ._        _     ...  .... 

15 
9 

12 

19 

22 
9 

$300-399  .  

15 

7 

10 

«/inn  AQQ 

8 

5 

6 

9 

5 

$500-749  

18 

15 
6 

21 

18 

18 

$750-999  

8 

10 

8 
6 

5 

$1,000-1,499  

7 

11 

8 

6 

$1,500-1,999  

5 

3 

2 

2 

$2,000-2,499   .. 

3 

2 

1 

5 

$2,500  or  more..                 .  .... 

2 

3 

1 

1 

3 

Median  cost   

$405 

$345 

$410 

$345 

$350 

Mean  cost 

612 

520 

523 

{') 

485 

666 

*  Based  on  stays  in  general  or  short-stay  hospitals.  For  couples,  one  or  both  members  were  hos- 
pitalized. Includes  hospital  charges  met  by  health  insurance  but  excludes  the  premiums  for  the  in- 
surance. 

2  Excludes  those  not  reporting  on  health  insurance  status. 

3  Units  reporting  total  hospital  costs  of  known  amounts  without  any  care  provided  by  government 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered;  these  units  assumed 
responsibility  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance)  or  with  the  help  of 
relatives. 

*  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies, 
or  supplied  by  a  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered. 

*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  10.9. — Short-stay-hospital  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 
age distribution  of  units  by  costs,  by  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Hospits-l  cost  incurr6(l  ' 

J_/0\V 

iVllQQie 

High 

LiOW 

iviiauie 

High 

IjOW 

JVliaale 

Hign 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

romp 

tniru 

tnira 

tnircl 

tnircl 

tniru 

p.  J 
third 

tnira 

third 

third 

lots'!  numDcr  (tnousEncisj  

ODU 

382 

&A 
oO 

1  ID 

1  no 
luy 



949 

9C7 

9Q4 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1  nn 

inn 

inn 

iUU 

inn 

rvcporting  on  costs  _   

DO 

77 

yo 

4.9 

TR 

ft9 

R1 

Q9 
oZ 

34 

23 

OO 

52 

38 

oy 

1 52 

29 

18 

3 

50 

42 

94. 

33 

^9 

1  ^ 

O 

c 
O 

o 
o 

1  n 

lU 

R 

o 

0 

100 

100 

100 

(4) 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

11 

8 

9 

12 

y 

9 

8 

6 

$100-199  

24 

19 

14 

29 

10 

21 

16 

20 

$200-299 

11 

14 

20 

12 

17 

18 

21 

12 

$300-399  

12 

11 

11 

6 

7 

5 

9 

9 

10 

$400-499  

8 

7 

7 

8 

6 

10 

$500-749  

13 
6 

14 

19 

6 

25 

20 

10 

26 

22 

$750-999  

10 

9 

13 

3 

8 

9 

$1,000-1,499  

11 

6 

4 

11 

7 

2 

9 

$1.500-1,999  

2 

2 

5 

11 

5 

5 

3 

$2,000-2,499  

2 

4 

2 

2 

6 

$2,500  or  more  

2 

2 

2 

4 

2 

Median  cost.  _   

$335 

$385 

$365 

$270 

$545 

$315 

$355 

$425 

472 

601 

555 

0) 

487 

663 

660 

439 

597 

'  Based  on  stays  in  general  or  short-stay  hospitals.  For  couples,  one  or  both  members  were  hospitalized. 
Includes  hospital  charges  met  by  health  insurance  but  excludes  the  premiums  for  the  insurance. 

2  Units  reporting  total  hospital  costs  of  known  amounts  without  any  care  provided  by  government 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered;  these  units  assumed 
responsibility  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance)  or  with  the  help  of 
relatives. 

^  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies, 
or  supplied  by  a  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered. 
4  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  10.10. — Short-stay-hospital  costs  incurred  by  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent- 
age distribution  of  units  by  costs,  by  age,  1962 


Hospital  costs  incurred 


Married  couples 


Aged 
62-64 


Aged 
65-72 


Aged 
73 
and 


Nonmarried  men 


Aged 
62-64 


Aged 
65-72 


Aged 
73 
and 
over 


Nonmarried  women 


Aged 
62-64 


Total  number  (thousands) 

Total  percent  

Reporting  on  costs  ^  

Not  reporting  on  costs  

Care  without  charge  ^  

Cost  unknown  

Percent  reporting  on  costs  ^  

$1-99  

$100-199  

$200-299  

$300-399  

$400-499  

$500-749  

$750-999  

$1,000-1,499  

$1,500-1,999  

$2,000-2,499  

$2,500  or  more  

Median  cost  

Mean  cost  


376 
100 


725 
100 


567 
100 


39 
100 


157 
100 


207 
100 


108 
100 


20 
11 
8 

100 
9 
15 
14 
15 
9 
15 
12 
4 
3 
1 
5 

$375 
633 


81 
19 
14 

5 

100 
10 
17 
16 
12 
6 
17 
8 
5 
5 
2 
2 

$360 
561 


79 
21 
16 
5 

100 
7 

19 

13 
9 
8 

18 
7 

11 
2 
3 
3 

$425 
623 


50 
50 
40 
10 


62 
38 
31 
7 

100 
13 

8 
16 

6 

8 
21 

9 
14 

2 


100 
14 
25 
13 
6 
4 
19 
7 
2 
8 
2 


87 
13 
10 

3 

100 
17 

6 
10 
15 

8 
17 
13 

8 

3 


$475 
574 


$285 
477 


$425 
538 


•  Based  on  stays  in  general  or  short-stay  hospitals.  For  couples,  one  or  both  members  were  hos- 
pitalized. Includes  hospital  charges  met  by  health  insurance  but  excludes  the  premiums  for  the  insur- 
ance. 

2  Units  reporting  total  hospital  costs  of  known  amounts  without  any  care  provided  by  government 
sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies  or  supplied  by  a  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered;  these  units  assumed 
responsibility  for  payment  out  of  their  own  resources  (including  health  insurance)  or  wth  the  help  of 
relatives. 

'  Units  receiving  some  or  all  care  provided  through  government  sources  or  private  voluntary  agencies, 
or  supplied  by  a  hospital  with  no  bill  rendered. 

*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000, 
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Table  10.11. — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  of  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Out-of-pocket  expense 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

5,445 

4,325 

1,120 

2,402 

1,599 

803 

6,328 

3,786 

2,543 

Reporting  on  expense 

5,162 

4,132 

1,030 

2,249 

1,498 

750 

5,978 

3,584 

2,395 

Total  percent  _   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  '   -   

4 

4 

6 

24 

20 

33 

20 

12 

32 

$1-99  

17 

16 

20 

35 

36 

33 

29 

27 

31 

$iuu-i9y          -  -         -  - 

17 

17 

17 

18 

20 

14 

22 

27 

15 

S200-299  

16 

16 

17 

8 

9 

5 

11 

13 

8 

$300-399  

13 

14 

12 

4 

5 

2 

6 

8 

4 

$400-499  

8 

8 

9 

3 

3 

2 

3 

4 

1 

$500-749  

12 

13 

9 

3 

4 

2 

4 

5 

4 

$750-999  

5 

6 

4 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

$1,000-1,499  

3 

3 

3 

2 

1 

4 

2 

1 

2 

$1,500-1,999  

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

$2,000-2,499  

1 

1 

1 

1 

$2,500  or  more    

1 

(2) 

Median  expense: 

All  units  reporting       .  . 

$270 

$275 

$235 

$75 

$85 

$50 

$105 

$140 

.«55 

Units  with  expense 

280 

290 

255 

120 

125 

105 

150 

160 

120 

Mean  expense: 

All  units  reporting   

376 

387 

334 

191 

186 

200 

204 

226 

172 

Units  with  expense      . .  . 

393 

402 

357 

252 

232 

299 

255 

257 

254 

'  Includes  units  receiving  all  their  care  through  public  assistance  or  other  agencies. 
2  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 


Table  10.12. — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  of  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense,  by  hospitalization  status,  1962 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

cou 

pies 

men 

women 

Out-of-pocket  expense 

In 

Not  in 

In 

Not  in 

In 

Not  in 

hospital ' 

hospital  2 

hospital  1 

hospital  2 

hospital ' 

hospital  2 

Number  (thousands): 

Total    

1,291 

4,100 

363 

1,813 

878 

5,036 

Reporting  on  expense   

1,227 

3,885 

341 

1,746 

786 

4,856 

Total  percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  2                .  -                    -  -  - 

3 

5 

24 

22 

14 

18 

$1-99  

5 

21 

16 

41 

13 

33 

$100-199  

10 

20 

14 

20 

16 

24 

$200-299  

10 

18 

8 

8 

9 

12 

$300-399  

11 

14 

8 

4 

12 

5 

$400-499  

10 

8 

6 

3 

5 

3 

$500-749  

20 

10 

9 

2 

13 

3 

$750-999  

12 
9 

3 

6 

6 

(♦) 

$1,000-1,499  

4 

7 

(*) 

$1,500-1,999  

4 

2 

3 

(*) 

$2,000-2,499  

4 

{*) 

1 

(♦) 

$2,500  or  more  

2 

(*) 

4 

2 

(*) 

Median  expense: 

All  units  reporting,      .   .   

$510 

$225 

$175 

$65 

$285 

$95 

Units  with  expense. .  .  .   

530 

240 

310 

95 

345 

130 

Mean  expense: 

696 

274 

442 

107 

473 

144 

Units  with  expense   -  - 

718 

287 

577 

137 

548 

176 

'  In  general  or  short-stay  hospitals.  For  couples,  one  or  both  members  were  hospitalized. 
2  Excludes  persons  who  were  in  long-stay  medical  facilities. 

5  Includes  units  receiving  all  their  care  through  public  assistance  or  other  agencies. 
*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  10.13.— Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  of  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense,  by  health  insurance  status,  1962 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

V-'UL~OI-pOCK6ti  CXpGHSB 

With 

Without 

With 

Without 

With 

Without 

health 

health 

health 

health 

health 

health 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

insur- 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

ance 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  1.  _   

3,486 

1,953 

857 

1,468 

3,043 

3,204 

Reporting  on  expense.   . 

3,236 

1,920 

791 

1,399 

2,820 

3,095 

Total  percent   .  .  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  2       

2 

9 

6 

32 

8 

30 

$1-99  

8 

32 

28 

40 

22 

36 

$100-199 

17 

18 

30 

11 

30 

16 

$200-299_--   

18 

13 

13 

5 

17 

5 

$300-399    

16 

8 

5 

3 

10 

3 

$400-499  

11 

4 

5 

2 

4 

2 

$500-749-   

15 

8 

7 

1 

6 

3 

$750-999  

6 

4 

1 

1 

2 

I 

$1,000-1,499  

4 

2 

3 

2 

1 

2 

$1,500-1,999   

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

$2,000-2,499   .  .  

1 

1 

$2,500  or  more-   

1 

1 

(') 

1 

Median  expense: 

All  units  reporting     

.$330 

$150 

$150 

$45 

$170 

$55 

Units  with  expense-.     . 

335 

175 

160 

85 

180 

95 

Mean  expense: 

All  units  reporting- -  -  _  .    

431 

285 

235 

155 

239 

174 

Units  with  expense   .   

438 

312 

251 

229 

260 

247 

'  Excludes  those  not  reporting  health  insurance  status. 

^  Includes  units  receiving  all  their  care  through  public  assistance  or  other  agencies. 
'  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  10.14. — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  of  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense,  by  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Out-of-pocket  expense 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

Number  (thousands) : 

Tota.1  reporting  on  income 

1 ,568 

1 ,573 

1 ,578 

734 

708 

730 

1 ,867 

1 ,810 

1.860 

Reporting  on  expense 

1 ,512 

1 ,523 

1 ,513 

684 

667 

704 

1 ,785 

1 ,735 

1,792 

Total  percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

]00 

100 

100 

None  ' 

8 

3 

2 

38 

23 

10 

37 

15 

8 

$1-99 

26 

18 

10 

36 

34 

35 

30 

33 

24 

$100-199  

19 

18 

15 

13 

17 

26 

17 

24 

27 

.S200-299 

14 

19 

17 

6 

10 

8 

6 

10 

15 

$300-399 

11 

12 

15 

4 

4 

5 

3 

6 

9 

$400-499 

7 

7 

10 

1 

3 

5 

2 

4 

4 

$500-749 

9 

13 

16 

1 

4 

4 

4 

4 

6 

$750-999 

2 

5 

8 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

$1.000-1.499  

2 

4 

4 

(2) 

3 

4 

2 

2 

$1.500-1.999  

{"') 

1 

1 

2 

2 

(2) 

C-) 

(2) 

2 

$2.000-2,499  

{') 

2 

(2) 

1 

$2,500  or  more      .  -  . 

1 

1 

1 

(2) 

1 

(2) 

Median  expense: 

All  units  reporting 

$185 

$260 

$345 

$35 

$80 

$120 

$45 

$105 

$170 

Units  with  expense 

210 

270 

350 

85 

130 

140 

110 

140 

185 

Mean  expense: 

All  units  reporting 

272 

358 

467 

103 

213 

230 

128 

182 

306 

Units  with  expense 

297 

370 

475 

165 

275 

255 

202 

214 

331 

Includes  units  receiving  all  their  care  through  public  assistance  or  other  agencies. 
Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 


Table  10.15. — ^Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  as  percent  of  income  of  units 
aged  65  and  over — ^Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense  as  percent  of  income, 
by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Out-of-pocket  expense 
as  percent  of  income 


Married  couples 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  expense  and  income 

Total  percent  

Under  5  percent  

5-9  percent  

10-14  percent  

15-24  percent  

25-49  percent  

50-74  percent  

75  percent  and  over  


5,445 
4,472 


100 


4,325 
3,616 


100 


1,120 
856 


100 


2,402 
1,903 


100 


1,600 
1,339 


100 


803 
564 


100 


6,329 
4,961 


100 
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Table  10.16. — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  as  percent  of  income  of  units 
aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense  as  percent  of  income, 
by  hospitalization  status,  1962 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

Out-of-pocket  expense  as  percent  of  income 

couples 

men 

women 

In 

■NT  t  ■ 
jNot  m 

In 

i  ot  in 

In 

IN  Ot  in 

hospital  ^ 

nospital 

hospital  * 

nospital  '■ 

hospital  ^ 

nospital ' 

Number  (thousands) : 

Total   .  

1,291 

4,100 

363 

1,813 

878 

5,036 

Reporting  on  expense  and  income  

1,051 

3,374 

270 

1,603 

657 

4,260 

Total  percent--.     _ 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Under  5  percent    

16 

36 

36 

56 

19 

40 

5-9  percent    

18 

28 

8 

16 

7 

19 

10-14  percent  

13 

15 

11 

10 

12 

13 

15-24  percent  

22 

13 

10 

8 

15 

14 

25-49  percent    

18 

6 

22 

7 

18 

10 

50-74  percent  

7 

1 

6 

1 

9 

2 

75  percent  and  over  

5 

1 

6 

1 

20 

3 

^  In  general  or  short-stay  hospitals.  For  couples,  one  or  both  members  were  hospitalized. 
*  Excludes  persons  who  were  in  long-stay  medical  facilities. 


Table  10.17. — Out-of-pocket  expense  for  medical  care  as  percent  of  income  of  units 
aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expense  as  percent  of  income, 
by  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Out-of-pocket  expense 
as  percent  of  income 

Low 
in- 
come 
third 

Middle 
in- 
come 
third 

High 
in- 
come 
third 

Low 
in- 
come 
third 

Middle 
in- 
come 
third 

High 
in- 
come 
third 

Low 
in- 
come 
third 

Middle 
in- 
come 
third 

High 
in- 
come 
third 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  reporting  on  income - 

1,568 
1,501 

1,573 
1,496 

1,577 
1,474 

734 

708 

736 

1,867 

1,811 

1,860 
1,702 

Reporting  on  expense  and  income- 

595 

629 

682 

1,566 

1,695 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Under  5  percent  

26 

26 

42 

53 

47 

59 

43 
8 

32 

36 

5-9  percent  

18 

26 

32 

12 

16 

18 

16 

27 

11 

18 

15 

8 

13 

8 

8 

14 

15 

15-24  percent  

20 

18 

7 

8 

10 

8 
6 

12 

17 

13 

25-49  percent  

16 

9 

3 

10 

11 

13 

14 

6 

5 

2 

4 

1 

1 

4 

2 

2 

4 

1 

1 

4 

2 

12 

4 

1 
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Table  11.1. — Health  insurance  coverage  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent 
covered,  by  type  of  insurance  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Total 

Men 

Women 

Type  of  insurance 

Bene- 

Non- 

■ 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

. 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

17,469 

12,205 

5,264 

7,763 

5,716 

2,047 

9.706 

6,489 

3,217 

Reporting  on  health  insurance 

status  -      -        .  - 

17,301 

12,177 

5,123 

7,680 

5,707 

1,973 

9,621 

6,470 

3.150 

Percent  reporting: 

With  any  health  insurance 

52 

56 

44 

52 

53 

49 

52 

58 

40 

With  hospital  insurance. 

51 

55 

43 

51 

52 

49 

52 

57 

39 

With  surgical  insurance  . 

43 

45 

36 

43 

44 

43 

42 

47 

32 

'  Includes  any  plan  that  pays  all  or  part  of  the  hospital,  surgical,  and/or  other  medical  expenses  of 
the  insured  individual. 


Table  11.2. — Health  insurance  coverage  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent 
covered,  by  employment  status,  type  of  insurance,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Total 

Men 

Women 

Employment  status  and  type 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

of  health  insurance 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Employed:  i 

Total    

2,766 

1,780 

986 

1,875 

1,156 

720 

891 

624 

266 

Reporting  on  health  insurance 

status.  _    . 

2,760 

1,776 

984 

1,869 

1.152 

718 

891 

624 

266 

Not  employed: 

Total  

14,704 

10,424 

4,278 

5,888 

4,560 

1,327 

8,816 

5.864 

2,951 

Reporting  on  health  insurance 

status  -   

14,542 

10,400 

4.139 

5,811 

4.554 

1,255 

8.731 

5.846 

2,884 

Percent  reporting: 

Employed:  ^ 

With  any  health  insurance  ^  

68 

64 

75 

68 

63 

77 

67 

66 

70 

With  hospital  insurance  

65 

62 

72 

66 

61 

74 

65 

64 

67 

With  surgical  insurance  .  

58 

54 

66 

59 

54 

68 

57 

56 

59 

Not  employed: 

With  any  health  insurance  ^  

49 

54 

36 

47 

50 

34 

51 

57 

37 

With  hospital  insurance.  

47 

52 

35 

45 

49 

33 

49 

55 

36 

With  surgical  insurance  

40 

44 

29 

38 

41 

29 

40 

46 

29 

1  Employed  at  time  of  interview. 

2  Includes  any  plan  that  pays  all  or  part  of  the  hospital,  surgical,  and/or  other  medical  expenses  of 
the  insured  individual. 
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Table  11.3. — Health  insurance  coverage  of  persons  aged  62  and  over — Percent 
covered,  by  age,  type  of  insurance,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Total 

Men 

Women 

J\.^Q  3>IiQ  Lypc  oi  insurRTicc 

Bene- 

IN on- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

iotal 

fici- 

bene- 

iotal 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

nci- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

N^umbGr  (tlioviS3.iicis) ' 

Aged  62—64: 

Total....'  

4 ,  zyU 

J  ,  647 

2 , 642 

2 , 029 

AOA 

484 

1 , 545 

2 , 261 

1 , 163 

1 ,097 

Reporting  on  health  insurance 

status 

1  RA7 

O  ftOA 

2 , 019 

4o4 

1 , 535 

2 , 255 

1 , 163 

1 ,091 

Aged  65-72: 

Total 

9  487 

o ,  yOii 

£<  ,  OoO 

A  QA9 

O  ,  lUi 

o ,  145 

o  ,  oOi 

1 , 294 

R^eporting  on  health  insurance 

status 

ft  OAQ 

o ,  y^y 

o ,  uyy 

1  Of>Q 

5,115 

o ,  850 

1 , 267 

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total 

7  OS"? 

(  ,  yoo 

5  254 

2  730 

2  616 

fiflA 
OUD 

Z  ,  OOO 

1 ,  yz4 

Reporting  on  health  insurance 

status 

O  ,  ZtJU 

Z  ,  DO'i 

o  fine 

77f» 

4 , 505 

Percent  reporting' 

YY ith  any  health  insurance*  ^ 

Aged  62-64  

68 

57 

74 

67 

42 

75 

68 

63 

72 

Aged  65-72  

59 

59 

60 

58 

56 

64 

60 

62 

55 

Aged  73  and  over  

44 

51 

29 

44 

49 

26 

43 

53 

30 

With  hospital  insurance: 

Aged  62-64  

67 

57 

73 

66 

42 

74 

67 

63 

72 

Aged  65-72  

58 

58 

59 

58 

55 

64 

59 

61 

54 

Aged  73  and  over  

43 

51 

28 

43 

48 

25 

43 

53 

30 

With  surgical  insurance: 

Aged  62-64  

60 

49 

66 

61 

37 

68 

59 

54 

64 

Aged  65-72  

50 

50 

51 

51 

48 

57 

50 

52 

45 

Aged  73  and  over   . 

33 

39 

22 

34 

38 

21 

33 

40 

23 

'  1  Includes  any  plan  that  pays  all  or  part  of  the  hospital,  surgical,  and/or  other  medical  expenses  of 
the  insured  individual. 


Table  11.4. — Health  insurance  coverage  of  persons  aged  65  and  over — Percent 
with  insurance,  by  health  status  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Health  status  ' 


Total 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Men 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Women 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  health  status: 

Good  

Fair  

Poor  

Percent  with  health  insurance 

Good  

Fair  

Poor  


17,469 


4,367 
2,236 


12,205 

5,085 
3,079 
1,507 


5,264 

1,782 
1,288 
729 


7,763 

2,685 
2,176 
1,297 


5,716 

2,042 
1,660 
982 


2,047 

642 
515 
315 


9,706 

4,183 
2,191 
939 


3,043 
1,419 
525 


3,217 

1,140 
773 
414 


Based  on  self-evaluation. 
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Table  11.5. — Health  insurance  coverage  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with 
insurance,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Income  group 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

iNon- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fit! 
nci- 

bene- 

aries 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

anes 

N  umber  (thousands) : 

Total  

5,445 

4,325 

1,120 

2,402 

1,600 

803 

6,329 

3,786 

2,543 

Reporting  on  insurance  status 

and  income: 

Low  income  third.  . 

1,569 

1,250 

318 

716 

401 

316 

1,852 

763 

1,089 

Middle  income  third 

1,571 

1,387 

184 

709 

575 

134 

1,793 

1,217 

576 

High  income  third  _ 

1,576 

1,146 

430 

730 

508 

222 

1,858 

1,349 

509 

Percent  with  health  insurance: 

Low  income  third. 

42 

46 

23 

16 

18 

12 

31 

39 

25 

Middle  income  third 

66 

64 

74 

31 

34 

19 

43 

50 

28 

High  income  third               .  _ 

81 

78 

87 

64 

62 

67 

66 

70 

56 

Table  11.6. — Health  insurance  coverage  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent  with 
insurance,  by  size  of  community  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Size  of  community 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

5,445 

4,325 

1,120 

2,402 

1,599 

803 

6,329 

3,786 

2,543 

Reporting  health  insurance  status. 

5,439 

4,321 

1,118 

2,324 

1,593 

731 

6,247 

3,772 

2,476 

In  urban  places: 

In  urbanized  areas: 

3,000,000  and  over  

928 

713 

214 

405 

314 

91 

1,252 

828 

425 

1,000,000-2,999,999  

428 

347 

81 

234 

154 

81 

552 

368 

184 

250,000-999,999  

705 

572 

133 

304 

206 

97 

942 

589 

354 

Under  2.50,000  

474 

402 

72 

236 

174 

62 

595 

377 

218 

Outside  urbanized  areas: 

25,000  and  over  

274 

225 

49 

93 

71 

22 

270 

165 

105 

10,000-24,999  

256 

187 

69 

105 

60 

44 

516 

303 

214 

2,500-9,999  

498 

400 

99 

170 

115 

55 

513 

305 

208 

In  rural  places        .  _ 

1,874 

1,474 

400 

778 

500 

279 

1,605 

838 

768 

Percent  with  health  insurance: 

In  urban  places: 

In  urbanized  areas: 

3,000,000  and  over  

71 

69 

79 

44 

41 

52 

47 

53 

35 

1,000,000-2,999,999  

78 

76 

85 

43 

47 

35 

50 

55 

39 

250,000-999,999  

69 

69 

70 

38 

35 

42 

57 

62 

48 

Under  250,000  

66 

65 

71 

39 

40 

35 

56 

65 

42 

Outside  urbanized  areas: 

25,000  and  over  

68 

67 

42 

45 

(•) 

58 

70 

40 

10,000-24,999  

64 

59 

77 

37 

38 

(') 

54 

69 

34 

2,500-9,999  

62 

63 

61 

32 

37 

22 

52 

63 

36 

In  rural  places. .  _  .   

55 

57 

48 

31 

38 

19 

38 

49 

26 

1  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  11.7. — Annual  health  insurance  premium  paid  by  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  amount  of  premium,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Annual  amount  of  premium 

paid  by  unit 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

iotal 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  with  health  insurance-  _ 

3,486 

2,761 

725 

857 

631 

226 

3,043 

2,175 

868 

Reporting  on  premium  paid  by 

unit   

3,228 

2,587 

642 

776 

577 

198 

2,796 

2,003 

766 

Units  paying  part  or  all  of  premium 

Total  percent  _  —   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

8 

7 

11 

12 

11 

14 

5 

4 

7 

^51-59  

11 

11 

10 

24 

26 

17 

26 

25 

27 

15 

14 

19 

31 

34 

25 

35 

35 

36 

$100-149  

24 

24 

21 

19 

17 

26 

22 

24 

18 

$150-199  

21 

22 

20 

9 

8 

15 

7 

6 

10 

$200  and  over  

21 

22 

19 

4 

5 

3 

5 

6 

2 

Median  premium  amount. 

$130 

$135 

$125 

$75 

$75 

$85 

$80 

$85 

$75 

Units  paying  all  of  premium 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Under  $60  

12 

13 

12 

29 

33 

16 

26 

26 

28 

$60-99  

15 

15 

18 

36 

38 

31 

37 

36 

40 

$100-149  

24 

24 

26 

20 

17 

28 

24 

26 

18 

$150-199  

23 

24 

19 

9 

6 

20 

7 

6 

11 

$200  and  over              _    . 

24 

24 

24 

6 

6 

5 

6 

7 

3 

Median  premium  amount  - .  _  -  - 

$145 

$145 

$140 

$80 

$80 

$105 

$85 

$85 

$75 

Table  11.8. — Annual  health  insurance  premium  paid  by  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  amount  of  premium,  by  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Annual  amount  of  premium 

paid  by  unit 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

come 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

third 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  with  health  insurance   

656 

1,037 

1,269 

112 

220 

465 

571 

765 

1,233 

Reporting  on  premium  paid  by 

unit    

619 

973 

1,200 

85 

207 

433 

506 

725 

1,168 

Total  percent-   _ 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None           .  _ 

8 

6 

9 

7 

12 

13 

7 

5 

4 

$1-59  

21 

10 

8 

31 

26 

23 

36 

25 

23 

$60-99  

17 

16 

14 

34 

34 

30 

32 

38 

34 

$100-149  

19 

28 

22 

16 

18 

19 

18 

23 

24 

$150-199  

19 

19 

24 

11 

10 

8 

5 

6 

7 

$200  and  over.   

16 

20 

24 

1 

7 

2 

2 

9 

Median  premium  amount  

$110 

$130 

$145 

$75 

$75 

$80 

$70 

$80 

$85 
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Table  11.9. — Annual  health  insurance  premium  paid  by  units  aged  62  and  over- 
Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  amount  of  premium,  by  age,  1962 


Annual  amount  of  premium 
paid  by  unit 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  with  health  insurance  

Reporting  on  premium  paid  by 
unit  

Total  percent  

None  

$1-59  

$60-99  

$100-149  

$150-199  

$200  and  over  

Median  premium  amount  


Married  couples 


Aged 
62-64 


1,359 
1,239 
100 


14 
13 
15 
25 
17 
17 

$120 


Aged 
65-72 


2,303 
2,130 
100 


8 
11 
16 
24 
21 
21 

$130 


Aged 
73 
and 
over 


1,183 
1,100 
100 


10 
14 

23 
22 
22 

$135 


Nonmarried  men 


Aged 
62-64 


157 
132 
100 


17 

25 
28 
18 
7 

5 

$70 


Aged 
65-72 


457 
419 
100 


14 
22 
32 
18 
9 
5 

$75 


Aged 
73 
and 


400 
356 
100 


26 
30 
21 
10 
4 

$80 


Nonmarried  women 


Aged 
62-64 


.509 
467 
100 


8 
25 
39 
18 
6 
4 

$75 


Table  11.10. — Contributors  to  health  insurance  premium  for  units  aged  65  and  over — 
Percent  of  units  receiving  payments,  by  source  of  payment  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Source  of  payment  for  part 

or  all  of  premium 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  with  health  insur- 

ance (thousands)^          _  . 

3,486 

2,761 

725 

857 

631 

226 

3,043 

2,175 

868 

Percent  reporting  on  contributions: 

Total  1  

27 

23 

39 

42 

32 

69 

27 

22 

40 

Employer. 

12 

8 

27 

9 

6 

17 

3 

3 

4 

Former  employer              _  . 

9 

10 

5 

11 

12 

10 

3 

3 

3 

Union  _ 

1 

2 

1 

1 
6 

2 

9 

Relatives.              .  .  _ 

2 

2 

2 

6 

6 

12 

19 

Unknown-    _        .  ... 

3 

3 

4 

14 

6 

35 

9 

6 

15 

'  Includes  duplication.  Contributions  may  be  made  by  more  than  one  source. 
*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  11.11.— Contributors  to  health  insurance  premium  for  units  aged  62  and  over — 
Percent  of  units  receiving  payments,  by  source  of  payment  and  age,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Source  of  payment  for  part 

or  all  of  premium 

Aged 

Aged 

Agea 

Aged 

Aged 

73 

Aged 

Aged 

73 

Aged 

Aged 

73 

62-64 

65-72 

and 

62-64 

65-72 

and 

62-64 

65-72 

and 

over 

over 

Number  with  health  insur- 

ance (thousands). 

1,359 

2,303 

1,183 

157 

457 

400 

509 

1,590 

1,45 

Percent  reporting  on  contributions: 

Total  1  

44 

29 

22 

64 

46 

39 

36 

25 

3 

Employer.  _      .  _ 

33 

15 

6 

43 

13 

5 

18 

5 

Former  employer  .   

4 

9 

8 

1 

14 

8 

4 

3 

Union     .  .  

3 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

Relatives  

1 

1 

3 

7 

6 

9 

8 

10 

1 

Unknown   _ 

4 

3 

4 

12 

12 

16 

5 

6 

] 

1  Includes  duplication.  Contributions  may  be  made  by  more  than  one  source. 
*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 


Table  11.12. — Reason  for  not  having  health  insurance  by  units  aged  65  and  over- 
Percent  of  units,  by  reason  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  wome 

Reason  for  not  having  insurance 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

No 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

ben 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fic 

aries 

aries 

ari 

Number  without  health  in- 

surance (thousands)  

1,953 

1,560 

393 

1.467 

962 

505 

3,204 

1,597 

l.t 

Previously  insured 

Percent  reporting  on  reasons  for  not 

having  insurance: 

Total  

11 

12 

6 

9 

12 

6 

7 

9 

4 

5 

3 

4 

4 

3 

3 

3 

No  chance  to  continue  after  re-  , 

tirement,  obtained  through 

employment  _   

2 

3 

(1) 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

( 

Did  not  think  it  was  a  good  buy- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

Not  interested,  did  not  meet 

needs            _  __   

1 

1 

0) 

(») 

2 

1 

(1) 

{') 

( 

Insurance  company  canceled 

1 

1 

1 

1 

(1) 

(1) 

(1) 

( 

Other  reasons  

2 

2 

1 

2 

2 

(1) 

2 

2 

Never  insured 

Percent  reporting  on  reasons  for  not 

having  insurance: 

Total  

21 

20 

25 

38 

37 

42 

33 

27 

Could  not  afford  it-_ 

10 

10 

13 

15 

14 

17 

15 

12 

Did  not  think  it  was  a  good  buy. 

4 

4 

4 

10 

11 

8 

7 

6 

Not  interested,  did  not  meet 

needs  _ 

2 

2 

1 

4 

4 

3 

2 

2 

Other  reasons         .      -     .  .  - 

5 

5 

8 

10 

9 

14 

9 

7 

Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  11.13. — ^Hospital  bills  paid  by  insurance  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  in  short-stay  hospitals  by  percent  of  bill  paid,  by  beneficiary 
status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Fr3(Ctiion  of  hospital  bill 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non 

Bene- 

Non- 

pfl-id  by  insur&ricG 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

fici 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  hospitalized  (thou- 

sands) . 

1 , 291 

1 , 055 

258 

104 

__ 

877 

542 

ooo 

1  otal  percent. 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

lUU 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  fraction  of  bill  paid  by 

61 

62 

56 

43 

48 

OO 

47 

58 

31 

Reporting  no  insurance 

32 

31 

37 

51 

48 

57 

42 

34 

54 

Not  reporting  on  fraction  of  bill 

paid  or  on  insurance.  . 

7 

7 

7 

6 

4 

11 

11 

8 

15 

Total    percent    reporting  on 

fraction  of  bill  paid   

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

(1) 

100 

100 

100 

None  paid  .           _     .  . 

15 

15 

16 

7 

9 

7 

8 

4 

Less  than  50  percent  . 

12 

14 

2 

8 

6 

19 

15 

30 

.50-74  percent 

19 

20 

11 

22 

19 

19 

22 

12 

7.5-89  percent  . 

20 

18 

32 

24 

23 

21 

22 

19 

90  percent  or  more 

34 

33 

39 

39 

43 

34 

33 

35 

1  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 


Table  11.14. — Hospital  bills  paid  by  insurance  of  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  in  short-stay  hospitals  by  percent  of  bill  paid,  by  age,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Fraction  of  hospital  bill 

paid  by  insurance 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

Aged 

73 

Aged 

Aged 

73 

Aged 

Aged 

73 

62-64 

65-72 

and 

62-64 

65-72 

and 

62-64 

65-72 

and 

over 

over 

over 

Number  hospitaUzed  (thou- 

sands) _  _ 

376 

725 

567 

39 

157 

207 

108 

349 

528 

Total  percent    _  _  _ 

100 

100 

100 

(') 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Reporting  on  fraction  of  bill  paid 

by  insurance 

68 

68 

52 

53 

36 

77 

62 

38 

Reporting  no  insurance 

21 

25 

42 

41 

58 

18 

32 

48 

Not  reporting  on  fraction  of  bill 

paid  or  on  insurance      _  . 

11 

7 

6 

6 

6 

5 

7 

13 

Total    percent    reporting  on 

fraction  of  bill  paid    _  . 

100 

100 

100 

(1) 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None  paid             _        .  . 

11 

9 

14 

16 

5 

10 

9 

6 

8 

Less  than  50  percent 

10 

14 

7 

18 

14 

24 

50-74  percent          .  - 

11 

15 

26 

23 

20 

21 

18 

21 

75-89  percent- .  _.   

23 

23 

16 

30 

18 

15 

28 

14 

90  percent  or  more   . 

45 

37 

29 

35 

43 

46 

35 

32 

»  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  12.1. — Living  arrangements  for  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  type  of  arrangement,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Type  of  living  arrangement 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Total  number  (thousands)  

5,445 

4,325 

1,120 

2,402 

1,599 

803 

6,329 

3,786 

2,543 

Total  percent              __  _ 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

27 

26 

33 

38 

38 

37 

45 

44 

47 

Children  1  

22 

20 

26 

24 

25 

22 

32 

31 

34 

Nonmarried  under  age  18   

4 

3 

4 

1 

1 

Nonmarried  over  age  18  

16 

15 

19 

11 

11 

10 

16 

15 

17 

Married          _   .  

3 

3 

4 

14 

15 

11 

17 

16 

17 

No  children   

5 

6 

7 

14 

13 

15 

13 

13 

13 

No  relatives  present  

73 

74 

67 

62 

62 

63 

55 

56 

53 

In  institutions  ^  

11 

6 

21 

7 

4 

11 

Other  2  

73 

74 

67 

51 

56 

42 

48 

52 

42 

1  Units  were  counted  in  each  category  where  there  were  children  present,  but  only  once  in  the  total. 

^  The  figures  on  persons  in  institutions  represent  the  best  available  estimates.  They  differ  somewhat, 
especially  for  women,  from  those  "embedded"  in  the  survey  data,  which  were  not  adjusted  as  part  of  the 
estimation  procedure  described  in  appendix  A.  The  "other"  category  is  therefore  a  residual  group, 
which  reflects  errors  in  sampling  and  reporting,  as  well  as  the  composite  of  such  diverse  groups  as  lodgers, 
persons  sharing  a  home  with  nonrelatives,  persons  living  alone  with  housekeeping  quarters,  and  those 
having  lodgers.  Probably  about  60-70  percent  of  the  couples  and  30-40  percent  of  the  nonmarried  men 
and  women  hved  alone  (see  chapter  on  expenditures  for  food  and  housing,  where  a  minimum  count  of 
those  living  alone  is  given,  since  those  keeping  house  only  part  of  the  year  and  those  not  reporting  food 
and  housing  expenditures  are  excluded). 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  12.2. — Living  arrangements  for  units  aged  62  and  over — Percentage  distribu- 
tion of  units  by  type  of  arrangement,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Age  and  type  of 
living  arrangement 


Aged  62-64 
Total  number  (thousands) . 
Total  percent  


Relatives  present  

Children  i  

Nonmarried  under  age  18. 
Nonmarried  over  age  18-- 

Married  

No  children  


No  relatives  present. 

In  institutions  ^  

Other  2  


Aged  66-72 
Total  number  (thousands) . 
Total  percent  


Relatives  present  

Children  i  

Nonmarried  under  age  18- 
Nonmarried  over  age  18-- 

Married  

No  children  


No  relatives  present. 
In  institutions  2--. 
Otner  ^  


Aged  73  and  over 
Total  number  (thousands) 
Total  percent  


Relatives  present  

Children  i  

Nonmarried  under  age  18- 
Nonmarried  over  age  18-- 

Married  

No  children  


No  relatives  present. 

In  institutions  ^  

Other  2  


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici-' 

bene- 

Total 

fici-" 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 



1,782 



464 

1,319 



378 

123 

256 

809 

401 

407 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

37 

34 

38 

28 

27 

29 

44 

43 

44 

29 

28 

30 

16 

13 

17 

28 

33 

22 

11 

11 

11 

3 

2 

4 

2 

1 

2 

20 

20 

21 

8 

6 

9 

15 

17 

13 

2 

2 

3 

5 

5 

5 

12 

16 

g 

8 

6 

8 

12 

14 

12 

16 

10 

22 

63 

66 

62 

72 

73 

71 

56 

57 

56 

11 

8 

12 

4 

7 

63 

66 

62 

61 

65 

59 

52 

57 

49 

3,344 

2,540 

804 

1,077 

724 

353 

2,797 

1,969 

828 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

29 

28 

33 

35 

35 

35 

44 

45 

43 

22 

22 

24 

17 

19 

12 

30 

30 

28 

4 

4 

4 

1 

1 

(^) 

(^) 

(^) 

(^) 

17 

16 

18 

8 

9 

5 

16 

16 

15 

3 

3 

4 

10 

11 

7 

14 

14 

13 

7 

6 

9 

18 

16 

23 

14 

15 

15 

71 

72 

67 

65 

65 

65 

56 

55 

57 

9 

6 

14 

4 

2 

8 

71 

72 

67 

56 

59 

51 

52 

53 

49 

2,101 

1,785 

316 

1,325 

875 

450 

3,531 

1,817 

1,715 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

24 

22 

34 

40 

40 

39 

45 

42 

49 

20 

18 

28 

29 

29 

29 

34 

32 

36 

2 

2 

4 

(^) 

1 

(^) 

15 

14 

21 

13 

12 

14 

16 

14 

18 

4 

3 

5 

17 

19 

14 

19 

19 

19 

4 

4 

6 

11 

11 

10 

11 

10 

13 

76 

78 

66 

60 

60 

61 

55 

58 

51 

13 

7 

26 

9 

6 

12 

76 

78 

66 

47 

53 

35 

46 

52 

39 

1  Units  were  counted  in  each  category  where  there  were  children  present,  but  only  once  in  the  total. 

2  The  figures  on  persons  in  institutions  represent  the  best  available  estimates.  They  differ  somewhat, 
especially  for  women,  from  those  "embedded"  in  the  survey  data,  which  were  not  adjusted  as  part  of  the 
estimation  procedure  described  in  appendix  A.  The  "other"  category  is  therefore  a  residual  group,  which 
reflects  errors  in  sampling  and  reporting,  as  well  as  the  composite  of  such  diverse  groups  as  lodgers, 
persons  sharing  a  home  with  nonrelatives,  persons  living  alone  with  housekeeping  quarters,  and  those 
having  lodgers.  Probably  about  60-70  percent  of  the  couples  and  30-40  percent  of  the  nonmarried  men 
and  women  lived  alone  (see  chapter  on  expenditures  for  food  and  housing,  where  a  minimum  count  of 
those  living  alone  is  given,  since  those  keeping  house  only  part  of  the  year  and  those  not  reporting  food 
and  housing  expenditures  are  excluded). 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  12.3. — Units  aged  62  and  over  \^'ith  living  children — Percent  of  units  with 
living  children  and  living  with  children,  by  age,  marital  history,  and  beneficiary 
status,  1962 


Age,  marital  history, 
and  living  arrangement 


Aged  62-64 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Ever  married  

With  living  children  

Units  with  living  children: 

Percent  of  all  units  

Percent  of  ever-married  units 
Percent  ^\ith  children  present 

Aged  65  and  over 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Ever  married  

With  living  children  

Units  vrith  living  children: 

Percent  of  all  units  

Percent  of  ever-married  units 
Percent  with,  children  present 

Aged  65-72 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Ever  married  

With  hving  children  

Units  with,  living  children: 

Percent  of  all  units  

Percent  of  ever-married  units 
Percent  ^\•ith  children  present 

Aged  73  and  over 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Ever  married  

With  living  children  

Units  A\-ith  living  children: 

Percent  of  all  units  

Percent  of  ever-married  units. 
Percent  with  children  present 


Married  couples 


Total 


1,782 
1,782 
1,523 


5,445 
5,445 
4,709 

86 
86 
25 


3,344 
3,344 
2,874 


2,101 
2,101 
1,835 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


464 
464 
396 


4,325 
4,325 
3,773 


2,540 
2,540 
2,204 


1,785 
1,785 
1,567 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


1,319 
1,319 
1,127 


1,120 
1,120 
936 


804 
804 
670 


316 
316 
267 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


378 
252 
217 


2,402 
1,872 
1,607 


1,077 
783 
633 


1,325 
1,089 
975 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


123 
96 


1,599 
1,297 
1,082 


724 
543 
434 


32 


875 
753 
645 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


256 
157 
151 


803 
575 
529 


353 
239 


450 
336 
330 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


809 
677 
581 


6,329 
5,591 
4,922 


2,797 
2,423 
2,046 


3,531 
3,167 
2,877 
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Table  12.4. — Proximity  of  nearest  child  for  units  aged  62  and  over  with  living  chil- 
dren— Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  presence  of  children,  by  age  and  beneficiary 
status,  1962 


Age  and  proximity  of 
nearest  child 


Aged  62-64 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

With  living  children- - 


Total  percent - 


Children  present  

No  children  present  

Travel  time  to  nearest  child: 

Less  than  10  minutes  

11-30  minutes  

31-60  minutes  

1  +  hour-1  day  

More  than  1  day  


Aged  66  and  over 

Number  (thousands): 

Total...  

With  living  children  


Total  percent- 


Children  present  

No  children  present  

Travel  time  to  nearest  child: 

Less  than  10  minutes  

11-30  minutes  

31-60  minutes  

1+  hour-1  day  

More  than  1  day  


Aged  66-72 

Number  (thousands): 

Total...  

With  living  children.. 


Total  percent - 


Children  present  

No  children  present  

Travel  time  to  nearest  child: 

Less  than  10  minutes  

11-30  minutes  

31-60  minutes  

1+  hour-1  day  

More  than  1  day  


Aged  73  and  over 

Number  (thousands): 

Total-  

With  living  children  


Total  percent - 


Children  present  

No  children  present  

Travel  time  to  nearest  child: 

Less  than  10  minutes  

11-30  minutes  

31-60  minutes  

1+  hour-1  day  

More  than  1  day  


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

1 

Nonmarried  women 

Non- 

Non- 

Non- 

Total 

Bene- 

Total 

Bene- 

Total 

Bene- 

fici- 

^ci- 

fici- 

'^ci- 

fici- 

^ci- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

aries 

aries 

aries 

1  ,783 

464 

1  ,319 

378 

123 

256 

809 

402 

408 

1 ,523 

396 

1  ,127 

217 

66 

151 

581 

336 

246 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

34 

33 

35 

26 

24 

27 

38 

39 

36 

66 

67 

65 

74 

76 

73 

62 

61 

64 

22 

21 

22 

15 

20 

13 

20 

20 

20 

17 

13 

18 

15 

15 

15 

14 

15 

14 

9 

14 

7 

6 

5 

6 

12 

12 

12 

11 

11 

10 

24 

30 

21 

9 

10 

g 

s 

7 

8 

14 

5 

17 

6 

5 

9 

5,445 

4,325 

1 ,120 

2,402 

1  ,600 

804 

6,328 

3,786 

2,543 

4  ,709 

3  ,773 

936 

1  ,607 

1  .080 

529 

4  ,922 

2  ,894 

2  ,029 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

25 

23 

31 

35 

73 

33 

41 

40 

42 

75 

77 

69 

65 

63 

67 

59 

60 

58 

26 

27 

24 

21 

20 

21 

25 

25 

25 

19 

20 

19 

14 

14 

13 

13 

14 

13 

9 

9 

9 

g 

7 

9 

7 

7 

7 

13 

13 

12 

12 

12 

14 

9 

9 

9 

7 

3 

6 

10 

10 

10 

5 

5 

5 

3,344 

2,540 

804 

1  ,077 

724 

353 

2,797 

1  ,969 

828 

2  ,874 

2  ,204 

670 

633 

434 

199 

2  ,046 

1  ,445 

600 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

26 

25 

29 

29 

32 

22 

40 

41 

39 

74 

75 

71 

71 

68 

78 

60 

59 

61 

26 

26 

26 

14 

12 

19 

24 

24 

22 

19 

19 

20 

17 

17 

18 

14 

14 

14 

9 

9 

10 

g 

7 

10 

g 

g 

7 

13 

13 

12 

14 

12 

18 

9 

g 

11 

7 

g 

4 

17 

19 

14 

5 

4 

7 

2,101 

1 ,784 

317 

1  ,324 

875 

451 

3,531 

1,817 

1,715 

1 ,835 

1  ,567 

267 

975 

645 

330 

2,877 

1,449 

1  ,429 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

23 

21 

34 

39 

40 

39 

41 

40 

43 

77 

79 

66 

61 

60 

61 

59 

60 

57 

28 

29 

20 

26 

25 

26 

26 

26 

26 

19 

20 

16 

11 

11 

9 

13 

13 

13 

8 

9 

7 

8 

8 

9 

7 

7 

7 

14 

14 

12 

11 

11 

11 

9 

9 

8 

8 

7 

11 

'1 

5 

6 

4 

5 

3 
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Table  12.5. — Units  aged  62  and  over  living  with  relatives — Percent  of  units,  by  age, 
type  of  relative,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Age  and  type  oi  relative  ' 

Bene- 

XT 

Non- 

Bene- 

iN on- 

Bene- 

XT 

Non- 

T.  otal 

-  fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

nci- 

aries 

nci- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

XT           1                                       J  \ 

Number  (thousands): 

Aged  D^— D4 

4o4 

1,319 

_ 

1  oo 

Izo 

256 

»U9 

_ 

401 

407 

Aged  65  and  over 

5 , 445 

4  ,  oZO 

1 , 120 

2 , 402 

1 , 599 

SUo 

R  QOO 

0 ,  ozy 

Q  70R 
o  ,  /  OD 

2 , 543 

A  no.A  (KK  TO 

o  K.An 

c  ,  O'lU 

1  n77 

1  ,  U/  ( 

70/1 

ooo 

1  QRQ 

Aged  73  and  over.  _ 

2 , 101 

1  "Toe: 
1  ,  loo 

316 

1 , 325 

0<  5 

450 

3 , 531 

1 , 817 

1,715 

"ercent  living  witn — 

Parents: 

Aged  62-64---          _-  - 

4 

3 

4 

1 

(^) 

2 

4 

4 

4 

Aged  65  and  over 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Aged  65-72  

2 

2 

3 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

Aged  73  and  over    

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Grandchildren: 

Aged  62-64  

7 

8 

6 

5 

5 

5 

16 

18 

14 

7 

7 

9 

14 

14 

13 

17 

18 

16 

Aged  65-72  

8 

7 

8 

10 

12 

8 

18 

18 

17 

Aged  73  and  over  .  _ 

7 

6 

13 

17 

16 

17 

16 

17 

16 

Brothers  and  sisters: 

Aged  62-64    

2 

3 

2 

8 

11 

7 

10 

6 

13 

Aged  65  and  over 

2 

2 

3 

9 

8 

10 

9 

9 

9 

Aged  65-72  

2 

2 

4 

12 

10 

16 

11 

11 

11 

Aged  73  and  over  

2 

2 

1 

6 

7 

5 

7 

6 

8 

'  See  tables  12.1  and  12.2  for  percent  of  units  living  with  children.  Units  are  counted  more  than  once 
when  more  than  one  type  of  relative  is  present;  hence,  totals  will  add  to  more  than  the  percent  living  with 
any  relatives. 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  12.6. — Place  of  residence  of  units  aged  62  and  over  living  with  relatives — 
Percent  of  units,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Age  and  place  of  residence 


Aged  62-64 

Number  (thousands): 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  

Percent  with  relatives  present 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  

Aged  65  and  over 

Number  (thousands): 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  

Percent  with  relatives  present 

Urban  

Central  city  

Urban  fringe  

Other  urban  

Rural  nonfarm  

Rural  farm  


Married  couples 


Total 


1,192 
522 
362 
309 
393 
197 


3,560 
1.760 
925 
875 
1,358 
527 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


263 
112 
77 
74 
142 
59 


2,842 
1,412 
743 
687 
1,065 
418 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


930 
410 
286 
234 
251 
138 


718 
349 
183 
187 
293 
109 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


289 
177 
59 
53 
58 
32 


25 
28 
24 
15 
45 


1 , 558 
872 
359 
327 
686 
158 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


104 
59 
18 
27 
14 


27 
41 

(1) 
(1) 
(1) 
(1) 


1,098 
635 
256 
207 
411 
90 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


185 
118 
41 
26 
45 
27 


23 
21 

(1) 
(1) 
(') 
(1) 


460 
237 
103 
119 
275 
68 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


592 
312 
159 
122 
178 
39 


40 
38 
47 
38 
51 


4,657 
2,274 
1,248 
1 , 135 
1,339 
332 


'  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  12.7. — ^Homeownership  of  units  aged  62  and  over — Percent  who  were  home- 
owners, by  age,  Hving  arrangement,  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Age,  living  arrangement, 

Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

and  homeownership 

Bene 

Non- 

Bene 

Non 

Bene- 

JNon- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Aged  62—64 

Number  (thousands): 

Total   

1,782 

464 

1,319 

378 

123 

256 

809 

401 

407 

No  relatives  present 

1  131 

308 

822 

270 

89 

181 

456 

228 

zzy 

Relatives  present 

'652 

156 

496 

108 

33 

74 

352 

173 

179 

Nonmarried  children  only  

397 

83 

314 

37 

10 

27 

85 

50 

35 

Married  children  or  other 

relatives 

255 

73 

182 

71 

23 

47 

267 

123 

144 

Percent  homeowners: 

Total 

77 

77 

76 

27 

26 

27 

53 

60 

47 

No  relatives  present- 

79 

79 

79 

19 

16 

21 

54 

62 

45 

Relatives  present   

73 

74 

73 

45 

(1) 

42 

53 

56 

49 

Nonmarried  children  only  

73 

66 

75 

(») 

(1) 

(1) 

60 

72 

(1) 

Married  children  or  other 

relatives        _  _ 

73 

84 

69 

45 

(1) 

(1) 

50 

50 

51 

Aged  66  and  over 

Number  (thousands): 

Total 

5,445 

4,325 

1  ,120 

2,402 

1  ,599 

803 

6,329 

3,786 

2,543 

No  relatives  present  _ 

3  968 

3  ,219 

749 

1  500 

996 

506 

3  493 

2  137 

1  354 

Relatives  present  _ 

1  ,477 

r,106 

371 

'902 

603 

299 

21835 

1  !648 

1  ,'l89 

Nonmarried  children  only  

823 

633 

190 

172 

116 

57 

708 

402 

306 

Married   children  or  other 

relatives 

654 

473 

181 

730 

487 

243 

2,127 

1  ,246 

883 

Percent  homeowners: 

Total 

75 

76 

72 

35 

36 

32 

39 

42 

33 

No  relatives  present. 

76 

76 

76 

35 

39 

28 

43 

47 

36 

Relatives  present 

73 

75 

65 

35 

32 

38 

34 

36 

31 

Nonmarried  children  only  

76 

76 

72 

55 

55 

58 

47 

54 

37 

Married   children  or  other 

relatives  _ 

70 

74 

58 

30 

28 

33 

30 

31 

29 

Aged  66-72 

Number  (thousands): 

Total 

3\344 

2,540 

804 

1,077 

724 

353 

2,797 

1,969 

828 

No  relatives  present 

2  374 

1  832 

542 

702 

472 

230 

1 , 562 

1  090 

472 

Relatives  present 

'970 

'709 

262 

375 

252 

123 

l!235 

'879 

356 

Nonmarried  children  only  

538 

406 

133 

59 

46 

13 

289 

214 

75 

Married  children  or  other 

relatives  _  _ 

432 

303 

129 

316 

206 

110 

946 

665 

281 

Percent  homeowners: 

Total                _  - 

77 

77 

74 

35 

34 

35 

43 

46 

38 

No  relatives  present 

78 

78 

76 

33 

35 

29 

47 

50 

39 

Relatives  present  - 

74 

76 

69 

37 

33 

45 

39 

40 

37 

Nonmarried  children  only  

75 

76 

73 

56 

(1) 

0) 

53 

52 

56 

Married  children  or  other 

relatives       .  .  . 

73 

76 

66 

33 

29 

41 

35 

36 

32 

Aged  73  and  over 

Number  (thousands): 

Total-        _                         .  - 

2, 101 

1 , 785 

316 

1  , 325 

875 

450 

3,531 

1 ,817 

1 ,715 

No  relatives  present 

1,594 

1,387 

207 

798 

524 

274 

1,931 

1,047 

882 

Relatives  present  

507 

398 

109 

527 

351 

176 

1,600 

769 

833 

Nonmarried  children  only  

285 

227 

58 

113 

70 

44 

419 

188 

231 

Married  children  or  other 

relatives „                      _  _ 

222 

171 

51 

414 

281 

133 

1,181 

581 

602 

Percent  homeowners: 

Total  

72 

73 

68 

35 

38 

30 

35 

39 

31 

No  relatives  present 

73 

73 

75 

37 

42 

28 

39 

44 

33 

Relatives  present 

70 

75 

55 

33 

33 

33 

30 

32 

28 

Nonmarried  children  only  

76 

78 

69 

55 

56 

(') 

42 

56 

31 

Married   children  or  other 

relatives. 

63 

70 

39 

27 

27 

26 

26 

25 

27 

'  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  12.8. — Length  of  residence  in  community  of  units  aged  62  and  over — ^Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  years  in  community,  by  age  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Age  and  years  in  community 


Number  reporting  on  years  in  com- 
munity (thousands): 

Aged  62-64  

Aged  65  and  over  

Aged  65-72  

Aged  7.3  and  over  


Aged  62-64 
Total  percent  


Less  than  1  year. 

1-4  years  

5-9  years  

10  -19  years  

20-29  years  

30-39  years  

40  or  more  years. 


Median  years  

Aged  65  and  over 
Total  percent  


Less  than  1  year. 

1-4  years  

5-9  years  

10-19  years  

20-29  years  

30-39  years  

40  or  more  years. 


Median  years  

Aged  65-72 
Total  percent  


Less  than  1  year. 

1-4  years  

5-9  years  

10-19  years  

20-29  years  

30-39  years  

40  or  more  years. 


Median  years  

Aged  73  and  over 
Total  percent  


Less  than  1  year. 

1-4  years  

5-9  years  

10-19  years  

20-29  years  

30-39  years  

40  or  more  years. 


Median  years. 


Married  couples 


Nonmarried  men 


Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

aries 

aries 

aries 

1,776 

464 

1,313 

378 

123 

256 

809 

401 

407 

5,438 

4,323 

1  ,115 

2,389 

1  ,590 

799 

6,309 

3,775 

2,535 

3 , 340 

2 , 538 

802 

1  nVQ 
1  ,  U  /  o 

722 

3.51 

2 , 795 

1 , 967 

2,097 

1,785 

312 

1,316 

868 

448 

3,514 

1,808 

1,707 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

3 

5 

2 

21 

18 

22 

7 

6 

9 

7 

8 

6 

7 

8 

7 

7 

7 

6 

9 

9 

9 

6 

8 

9 

9 

10 

17 

17 

16 

16 

20 

14 

18 

18 

18 

16 

13 

17 

15 

24 

10 

13 

15 

12 

15 

12 

16 

12 

7 

14 

13 

11 

16 

34 

36 

33 

24 

23 

24 

31 

33 

30 

29 

28 

30 

20 

21 

19 

26 

26 

27 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

3 

3 

3 

13 

9 

22 

12 

8 

18 

8 

8 

8 

9 

11 

7 

8 

9 

7 

8 

9 

7 

7 

7 

8 

9 

10 

8 

14 

15 

12 

10 

11 

9 

13 

13 

14 

13 

12 

17 

9 

10 

7 

9 

10 

8 

13 

13 

16 

9 

9 

9 

10 

12 

8 

40 

41 

37 

42 

43 

39 

38 

39 

38 

32 

33 

32 

31 

33 

26 

28 

30 

25 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

4 

4 

3 

10 

9 

13 

7 

5 

13 

8 

9 

8 

9 

10 

7 

10 

10 

8 

8 

9 

6 

8 

7 

10 

10 

10 

9 

15 

16 

12 

12 

12 

11 

14 

14 

16 

14 

13 

18 

10 

11 

6 

11 

11 

10 

14 

13 

17 

12 

12 

13 

12 

13 

10 

36 

36 

36 

39 

39 

40 

36 

37 

34 

30 

30 

32 

31 

31 

32 

28 

30 

24 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

2 

2 

3 

15 

8 

28 

16 

12 

21 

7 

7 

6 

10 

11 

6 

7 

7 

6 

9 

9 

8 

7 

7 

6 

8 

9 

7 

13 

13 

13 

9 

10 

8 

13 

13 

13 

12 

12 

15 

9 

9 

8 

8 

9 

8 

12 

11 

13 

6 

7 

5 

8 

8 

6 

46 

47 

41 

44 

47 

39 

40 

40 

40 

36 

37 

33 

30 

35  1 

22 

28 

28 

25 

Nonmarried  women 
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Table  12.9. — Length  of  residence  in  dwelling  of  units  aged  65  and  over  and  of  home- 
owners— Percentage  distribution  of  units  and  homeowners  by  years  in  dwelling,  by 
beneficiary  status,  1962 


Homeownership  and  years 
in  dwelling 


Married  couples 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


All  units 

Number  reporting  on  years 
in  dwelling  (thousands)  .  _ 

Total  percent  

Less  than  1  year  

1-4  years  

5-9  years  

10-19  years  

20-29  years  

30-39  years  

40  or  more  years  

Median  years  

Homeowners 

Number  of  homeowners  re- 
porting on  years  in  dwell- 
ing (thousands)  

Total  percent  

Less  than  1  year  

1-4  years  

5-9  years  

10-19  years  

20-29  years  

30-39  years  

40  or  more  years  

Median  years  


5,438 
100 


4,323 
100 


1,115 
100 


4,073 
100 


3,265 
100 


2,397 
100 


1,595 
100 


801 
100 


,317 
100 


808 
100 


13 


839 
100 


13 


583 
100 


255 
100 


2,443 
100 


24 
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Table  12. 10. — Length  of  residence  in  community  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent- 
age distribution  of  units  by  years  in  community,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary 
status,  1962 


Income  group  and  years 
in  community 


Number  reporting  on  income  and 
residence  (thousands): 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  

Low  income  third 

Total  percent  

Less  than  1  year  

1-4  years  

5-9  years  

10-19  years  

20-29  years  

30-39  years  

40  or  more  years  

Median  years  

Middle  income  third 

Total  percent  

Less  than  1  year  

1-4  years  

5-9  years  

10-19  years  

20-29  years  

30-39  years  

40  or  more  years  

Median  years  

High  income  third 

Total  percent  

Less  than  1  year  

1-4  years  

5-9  years  

10-19  years  

20-29  years  

30-39  years  

40  or  more  years  

Median  years  


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non 

Bene- 

Non- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 





aries 



1  567 

1  250 

316 

731 

403 

328 

1  859 

756 

]  103 

1,573 

1,389 

184 

703 

570 

134 

i;808 

1,232 

576 

1,574 

1,146 

428 

730 

508 

222 

1,854 

1,347 

507 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

2 

2 

2 

18 

18 

18 

17 

18 

20 

7 

7 

8 

11 

14 

9 

9 

12 

7 

9 

9 

8 

8 

6 

10 

8 

8 

8 

15 

16 

14 

9 

11 

7 

13 

11 

14 

11 

10 

14 

8 

9 

6 

6 

6 

7 

12 

11 

16 

7 

6 

7 

10 

13 

8 

44 

46 

38 

39 

35 

43 

36 

35 

36 

35 

36 

33 

25 

22 

30 

24 

28 

21 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

3 

3 

1 

11 

9 

22 

8 

8 

6 

9 

8 

11 

11 

12 

7 

9 

8 

9 

8 

8 

10 

6 

7 

3 

11 

11 

12 

13 

13 

11 

13 

14 

11 

12 

12 

13 

12 

12 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

9 

11 

13 

13 

10 

6 

6 

4 

10 

11 

9 

41 

41 

46 

43 

43 

43 

41 

41 

40 

33 

33 

36 

29 

29 

26 

31 

32 

29 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

lUU 

100 

100 

100 

3 

3 

9 

1 

4 

8 

4 

18 

7 

7 

5 

8 

9 

5 

8 

9 

6 

8 

9 

5 

8 

6 

11 

8 

10 

5 

16 

17 

12 

10 

9 

12 

13 

13 

14 

16 

13 

25 

10 

10 

9 

11 

12 

8 

16 

14 

22 

16 

15 

16 

11 

13 

6 

35 

37 

29 

47 

50 

42 

40 

39 

43 

30 

31 

30 

38 

40 

35 

31 

31 

29 
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Table  12.11. — Short-  and  long-term  residence  in  community  of  units  aged  65  and 
over — -Percent  of  units,  by  place  of  residence  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

I  6a-rs  in  community  End 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

•NT 

JN  on- 

Bene- 

Non- 

place  of  residence 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

nci- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

XMumDer  vtnonsa,ncisj  i 



Total 

5 , 445 

4 ,  o25 

1 , 120 

2 , 402 

1 , 599 

QflQ 
oUo 

6 , 328 

3 , 786 

- 

2 ,  d43 

Urban  _ 

o  ,  ODU 

71  Q 
/  IS 

1 , 558 

1 , 098 

A  c;q 
loy 

4 , 657 

2 , 937 

1 , 721 
808 

1,761 

1,412 

349 

872 

635 

OQ7 

2,275 

1,467 

Urban  fringe 

925 

743 

182 

359 

256 

lUo 

1,252 

796 

456 

Other  urban 

1  Q7 

Q07 

on7 

120 

1 , 131 

A7/( 

457 

Rural  nonfarm  _ 

1 , 362 

1 , 068 

293 

688 

412 

275 

1 , 347 

680 

667 

Rural  farm 

415 

iUo 

loi 

89 

68 

325 

169 

155 

X  ercent  in  community — 

Less  than  5  years 

1 1 

1 1 

1  f> 

lU 

19 

zo 

20 

1  7 

25 

Urban 

10 

10 

10 

22 

20 

26 

20 

17 

25 

9 

10 

10 

20 

19 

23 

15 

13 

19 

Urban  fringe  

12 

12 

11 

25 

22 

32 

30 

24 

40 

Other  urban 

9 

9 

9 

23 

21 

27 

19 

16 

23 

Rural  nonfarm 

15 

16 

13 

26 

19 

37 

24 

20 

27 

Rural  farm 

5 

4 

6 

6 

3 

6 

9 

9 

8 

40  or  more  years.  .               .  . 

40 

41 

37 

41 

43 

39 

38 

39 

38 

Urban 

37 

38 

32 

40 

43 

33 

36 

37 

34 

Central  citv 

35 

37 

26 

43 

44 

39 

38 

40 

34 

Urban  fringe 

35 

40 

25 

32 

35 

22 

28 

29 

27 

Other  urban 

44 

42 

49 

42 

43 

31 

41 

42 

41 

Rural  nonfarm  . 

38 

37 

41 

40 

39 

41 

41 

39 

43 

Rural  farm                  _        .  _ 

65 

66 

62 

63 

61 

66 

59 

59 

59 
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Table  12.12. — Income  and  living  arrangements  of  units  aged 
status,  1962 


^^^^^   —   living  arrangements  ot  units  aged  65  and  over — Per- 
centage distribution  of  units,  by  living  arrangement,  by  income  group  and  beneficiary 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

1  569 

1  250 

319 

735 

405 

330 

1  867 

1  646 

1  103 

l]572 

1^389 

184 

708 

575 

134 

1  [810 

1^232 

'578 

1,578 

1,147 

429 

730 

508 

222 

1,859 

1,349 

570 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

68 

69 

62 

57 

58 

56 

40 

40 

39 

32 

31 

38 

43 

42 

44 

60 

60 

61 

15 

15 

15 

8 

8 

8 

16 

15 

16 

6 

6 

Q 

16 

18 

14 

27 

30 

25 

2 

2 

3 

8 

8 

7 

7 

5 

9 

9 

8 

14 

11 

8 

15 

11 

10 

11 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

75 

77 

60 

64 

63 

69 

54 

53 

55 

25 

23 

40 

36 

37 

31 

46 

47 

45 

16 

14 

25 

5 

4 

8 

11 

11 

11 

2 

2 

3 

13 

14 

6 

17 

19 

12 

1 

1 

1 

9 

9 

9 

9 

8 

10 

7 

6 

11 

9 

10 

8 

10 

9 

12 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

75 

76 

73 

61 

63 

56 

66 

66 

68 

25 

24 

27 

39 

37 

44 

34 

34 

32 

16 

15 

17 

10 

11 

9 

10 

10 

10 

3 

3 

4 

16 

16 

14 

9 

8 

11 

1 

1 

1 

8 

6 

14 

9 

9 

8 

5 

5 

6 

5 

4 

7 

6 

7 

3 

Income  group  and  type  of 
living  arrangement 


Number  reporting  on  income  (thou 
sands) : 

Low  income  third  

Middle  income  third  

High  income  third  

Low  income  third 

Total  percent  

No  relatives  present  

Relatives  present  

Nonmarried  children  only  

Married  children  

Brothers  and  sisters  only  

Other  -  

Middle  income  third 

Total  percent  

No  relatives  present  

Relatives  present  

Nonmarried  children  only  

Married  children  

Brothers  and  sisters  only  

Other  

High  income  third 

Total  percent  

No  relatives  present  

Relatives  present  

Nonmarried  children  only  

Married  children  

Brothers  and  sisters  only  

Other  
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Table  12.13. — Income  and  presence  of  children  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percent 
of  units  with  living  children  and  living  with  children,  by  age,  income  group,  and 
beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Age,  living  arrangement. 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

Bene- 

Non- 

and  income  group 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene- 

Total 

fici- 

bene 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

fici- 

aries 

aries 

aries 

Number  (thousands): 

Aged  65  and  over: 

Total                                -  - 

5,445 

4,325 

1 ,120 

2,402 

1 ,599 

803 

6,329 

3,786 

2,543 

Reporting  on  income: 

Low  third                          .  _ 

1  569 

1  250 

319 

735 

405 

330 

1  867 

1  646 

1  103 

Middle  third- _ 

1,572 

1,389 

184 

708 

575 

134 

1,810 

1,232 

578 

High  third  

1 ,578 

1 ,147 

429 

730 

508 

222 

1 ,859 

1 ,349 

570 

Aged  65-72: 

Total  

3,344 

2,540 

804 

1,077 

724 

353 

2,797 

1,969 

828 

Reporting  on  income: 

Low  third  

721 

592 

129 

232 

129 

103 

596 

288 

308 

Middle  third     . 

965 

835 

128 

300 

252 

48 

798 

615 

183 

High  third   . 

1,168 

777 

392 

449 

291 

158 

1,065 

843 

222 

Aged  73  and  over: 

Total    .- 

2,101 

1,785 

316 

1,325 

875 

450 

3,531 

1,817 

1,715 

Reporting  on  income: 

Low  third-  

844 

656 

188 

500 

276 

224 

1,266 

473 

794 

Middle  third-  

605 

550 

55 

406 

320 

86 

1,010 

617 

393 

High  third 

404 

367 

37 

275 

211 

64 

782 

495 

287 

Aged  65  and  over 

Percent  with  living  children: 

Low  income  third  _  -  .  _ 

89 

90 

88 

71 

79 

61 

86 

88 

84 

Middle  income  third  _ 

87 

87 

85 

61 

63 

53 

80 

80 

80 

High  income  third 

84 

86 

80 

66 

66 

68 

71 

71 

71 

Percent  living  with  children: 

Low  income  third 

29 

29 

30 

40 

36 

46 

56 

57 

55 

Middle  income  third  

23 

21 

40 

33 

35 

25 

41 

43 

36 

High  income  third-          _  _ 

23 

21 

28 

41 

43 

36 

30 

29 

31 

Aged  66-72 

Percent  with  living  children: 

Low  income  third  

88 

89 

83 

58 

65 

49 

80 

86 

74 

Middle  income  third   

87 

87 

84 

53 

58 

0) 

78 

80 

74 

High  income  third-  . 

85 

86 

82 

60 

59 

63 

66 

66 

70 

Percent  living  with  children: 

Low  income  third-   _- 

32 

33 

23 

26 

32 

16 

57 

63 

40 

Middle  income  third   . 

25 

22 

41 

31 

32 

46 

48 

41 

High  income  third  

25 

24 

28 

34 

36 

30 

28 

27 

33 

Aged  73  and  over 

Percent  with  living  children: 

Low  income  third-   -- 

91 

91 

93 

77 

85 

67 

88 

89 

88 

Middle  income  third.   

87 

87 

87 

67 

68 

67 

80 

79 

82 

High  income  third  . 

84 

86 

0) 

76 

76 

78 

75 

78 

71 

Percent  living  with  children: 

Low  income  third- -        -  _ 

27 

25 

34 

45 

37 

56 

55 

53 

57 

Middle  income  third 

21 

20 

(1) 

34 

36 

24 

37 

38 

35 

High  income  third  

18 

17 

(') 

49 

49 

28 

31 

32 

29 

1  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  12.14. — ^Income  and  living  arrangements  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Per- 
centage distribution  of  units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status,  unit  and  family  income, 
and  living  arrangement,  1962 


Beneficiary  status  and  income 


Total 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  income  

Total  percent  

Less  than  $1,000  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000  and  over  

Median  income  *  

Beneficiaries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  income  

Total  percent  

Less  than  $1,000  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000  and  over  

Median  income  ^  

Nonbeneficiariea 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  income  

Total  percent  

Less  than  $1,000  

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000  and  over  

Median  income  *  


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

No 

Relatives 

No 

Relatives 

No 

Relatives 

rela- 

present i 

rela- 

present ' 

rela- 

present ^ 

tives 

tives 

tives 

pres- 

pres- 

pres- 

ent 

Unit 

Family 

ent 

Unit 

Family 

ent 

Unit 

Family 

income 

income 

income 

income 

income 

income 

3,968 

1,477 

1,477 

1,500 

902 

902 

3,493 

2.836 

2,836 

3,422 

1,185 

1,185 

1,322 

774 

774 

2,944 

2,311 

2,311 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

4 

6 

2 

30 

35 

6 

40 

58 

7 

21 

28 

13 

40 

32 

14 

37 

30 

15 

26 

22 

18 

15 

18 

9 

13 

6 

11 

16 

16 

18 

6 

5 

14 

4 

2 

11 

32 

27 

50 

9 

10 

57 

6 

4 

55 

$2 , 940 

$2  695 

$3  970 

$1 ,510 

$1 , 455 

$4 , 460 

$1 ,255 

$860 

$4  470 

3,219 

1,106 

1,106 

996 

603 

603 

2,139 

1.647 

1,647 

2,800 

898 

898 

917 

520 

520 

1,850 

1.336 

1,336 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

4 

4 

1 

24 

28 

3 

32 

46 

4 

21 

29 

12 

45 

40 

12 

43 

40 

13 

29 

26 

19 

18 

21 

10 

15 

8 

11 

17 

16 

19 

7 

4 

14 

4 

2 

12 

29 

25 

49 

6 

6 

61 

6 

4 

59 

$2 , 860 

$2,660 

$3,965 

$1 ,585 

$1,530 

$4,790 

$1 ,425 

$1,100 

$4,760 

749 

371 

371 

504 

299 

299 

1.354 

1,189 

1,189 
975 

622 

288 

288 

405 

254 

254 

1,093 

975 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

9 

11 

5 

44 

50 

13 

55 

75 

10 

21 

27 

17 

27 

15 

18 

27 

16 

19 

10 

13 

15 

8 

11 

8 

9 

4 

11 

10 

17 

14 

4 

7 

14 

3 

2 

10 

50 

33 

50 

18 

17 

47 

5 

3 

50 

$4,000 

$2,940 

$4,000 

$1,235 

$1,025 

$3,780 

$905 

$665 

$4,000 

'  Includes  only  units  reporting  on  both  unit  and  family  income. 
^  Computed  by  interpolation  of  the  broad  income  classes  shown. 
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Table  12.15. — Income  and  living  arrangements  of  units  aged  62  to  64 — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status,  unit  and  family  income,  and 
living  arrangement,  1962 


Beneficiary  status  and  income 


Total 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  income. 


Total  percent. 

Less  than  $1,000_- 

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000  and  over... 


Median  income  ^  

Beneficiaries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  income. 


Total  percent. 

Less  than  $1,000_- 

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000  and  over,.. 


Median  income^  

Nonbeneficiaries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total  

Reporting  on  income  


Total  percent. 

Less  than  $1,000- _ 

$1,000-1,999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000  and  over... 


Median  income  ^  _ 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  w  omen 

IN  O 

Relatives 

IN  0 

Relatives 

IN  O 

Relatives 

rela- 

present i 

rela- 

present i 

rela- 

presenti 

tives 

tives 

tives 

pres- 

pres- 

pres- 

ent 

Unit 

Family 

ent 

Unit 

Family 

ent 

Unit 

Family 

income 

income 

income 

income 

income 

income 

1,129 

653 

653 

270 

108 

108 

456 

352 

352 

963 

503 

503 

238 

98 

98 

401 

315 

315 

100 

IOC 

100 

100 

IOC 

IOC 

IOC 

IOC 

100 

3 

11 

3 

33 

27 

4 

OK 

41 

9 

10 

12 

g 

29 

12 

29 

2S 

16 

10 

c 

7 

10 

16 

10 

15 

16 

16 

10 

9 

9 

8 

12 

14 

10 

4 

12 

67 

59 

71 

20 

32 

66 

21 

11 

45 

(2) 

(^) 

$5 , 030 

$1,585 

$2 , 655 

$4 , 725 

$1,875 

$1,330 

$3 , 730 

308 

156 

156 

89 

33 

33 

228 

174 

174 

270 

124 

124 

84 

33 

33 

203 

155 

155 

100 

100 

100 

100 

(*) 

100 

100 

100 

4 

15 

5 

29 

26 

35 

6 

20 

27 

24 

55 

45 

42 

12 

22 

21 

14 

14 

20 

17 

19 

17 

8 

14 

2 

4 

2 

15 

37 

29 

43 

(5) 

4 

4 

49 

$3 , 235 

$2,385 

$3 , 500 

$1 , 390 

$1 , 540 

$1,360 

$3,915 

821 

498 

498 

181 

74 

74 

229 

179 

179 

694 

378 

378 

154 

65 

65 

198 

160 

160 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

2 

9 

4 

35 

26 

3 

24 

46 

12 

6 

7 

4 

15 

31 

9 

12 

15 

20 

6 

5 

5 

8 

15 

12 

10 

14 

14 

8 

10 

7 

11 

15 

15 

16 

7 

10 

78 

69 

80 

31 

40 

61 

38 

18 

45 

(3) 

(5) 

$5,830 

$2,000 

$3,350  $4,500 

$3,275 

$1,250|$3,500 

1  Includes  only  units  reporting  on  both  unit  and  family  income. 

2  Computed  by  interpolation  of  the  broad  income  classes  shown. 

*  Unit  income  not  shown  where  more  than  $4,000. 

*  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 

*  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  12.16. — ^Income  and  living  arrangements  of  homeowner  units  aged  65  and  over 
— -Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  income,  by  beneficiary  status,  unit  and  family 
income,  and  living  arrangement,  1962 


Beneficiary  status  and  income 


Total  homeowner  units 


Number  reporting  on  income 
(thousands)  


Total  percent- 
Less  than  $  1,000. _ 

$1,000-L999  

$2.000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000  and  over._. 


Median  income  2  

Beneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  income 
(thousands)  


Total  percent. 

Less  than  $1,000__ 

$1.000-L999  

$2,000-2.999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000  and  over.__ 


Median  income  2  

Nonbeneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  income 
(thousands)  


Total  percent- 
Less  than  $1,000-- 

$1,000-1  999  

$2,000-2,999  

$3,000-3,999  

$4,000  and  over--- 


Median  income^. 


Married  couple 


No 
rela- 
tives 
pres- 
ent 


,563 
100 


4 
20 
26 
17 
34 

$3,035 


,105 
100 


3 
20 
29 
18 
30 

$2 , 940 


457 
100 


10 
18 
11 

12 
49 

$3,925 


Relatives 
present  1 


Unit 
income 


857 
100 


3 
26 
23 
18 
30 

$2 , 890 


675 
100 


3 
29 
25 
16 
27 

$2 , 755 


182 
100 


19 
14 
21 
40 

$3,500 


Family 
income 


857 
100 


$4,0^5 


675 
100 


1 
12 
18 
20 
49 

$3,955 


182 
100 


2 
11 
12 
18 
57 

$5,160 


Nonmarried  men 


No 
rela- 
tives 
pres- 
ent 


480 
100 


22 
36 
18 
9 
15 

$1,770 


349 
100 


19 
41 
20 
10 
10 

$1,765 


131 
100 


$1 


32 
22 
11 
6 
29 

,830 


Relatives 
present  * 


Unit 
income 


251 
100 


21 
30 
25 
10 
14 

$1,965 


162 
100 


$1,870 


90 
100 


28 
16 
24 
10 
22 

$2,260 


Family 
income 


251 
100 


14 
14 
13 
52 

$4,145 


162 
100 


4 
14 
14 
9 
59 

$4,600 

90 
100 


13 
13 
13 
22 
39 

$3,500 


Nonmarried  women 


No 
rela- 
tives 
pres- 
ent 


,246 
100 


32 
41 
14 
5 
8 

$1,440 


870 
100 


26 
45 
16 
5 
8 

$1,530 


376 
100 


$1,155 


Relatives 
present  ^ 


Unit 
income 


772 
100 


$1,205 


486 
100 


30 
50 
12 
3 
5 

$1,395 


286 
100 


$815 


Family 
income 


772 
100 


20 
12 
13 
45 

$3,650 


486 
100 


17 
14 
13 
50 

$3,990 


100 


$3,050 


Includes  only  units  reporting  on  both  unit  and  family  income. 
Computed  by  interpolation  of  the  broad  income  classes  shown. 
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Table  12.17. — Difference  between  unit  and  family  income  of  units  aged  62  and  over 
and  of  homeowners  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  living  with  rel- 
atives by  difference  between  unit  and  family  income,  by  age  and  unit  income,  1962 


Percent  with  specified  difference 

XT  , 

Number 

between  unit  and  family  income 

Age  and  unit  income 

reporting  ' 

(thousands) 

Total 

None 

1 

2  or  more 

interval 

intervals 

Units  aged  o»— 04 

iVlarriecl  couples: 

Less  than  $1,000  

53 

100 

40 

11 

49 

$1,000-1,999  

62 

100 

66 

8 

26 

$2,000-2,999  

46 

i}) 

$3,000-3,999  

46 

i}) 

Nonmarried  men: 

L/Css  tnan  $l,uuu  

_  _ 

C') 

CI  AAA_i  ono 

» 1  ,uuu—  i,yyy  

12 

(^) 

ttO  AAA_0  Don 

*^,uuu— ^,yyy  

16 

Nonmarried  women: 

T  ^e%a    4-\\nn    4M  AAA 

128 

100 

22 

20 

58 

fl>i  AAA  1  nnn 

88 

100 

28 

19 

63 

AAA  0  nnn 

KA 

oU 

100 

40 

17 

42 

Units  oged  00  and  over 

JMarriecl  couples: 

Less  than  $1,000  

71 

100 

35 

30 

35 

$1,000-1,999  

336 

100 

39 

18 

43 

$2,000-2,999  

266 

100 

51 

17 

32 

$3,000-3,999  

191 

100 

57 

7 

36 

Nonmarried  men: 

Less  than  $1,000  

274 

100 

18 

21 

61 

AAA  1  Ann 

$  1  ,uuu—  i,yyy  

z4y 

100 

22 

9 

69 

CO  AAA^  0  nnn 

$z,uuu— ^,yyy    

1  QQ 
loo 

100 

17 

17 

66 

Nonmarried  women: 

1  , 0'kO 

100 

12 

14 

74 

©1  AAA  1  nnn 

080 

100 

24 

9 

67 

tto  AAA  0  nnn 

140 

100 

37 

11 

52 

Homeowner  units  aged  60  and  over 

JViarned  couples: 

Less  than  $1,000    

28 

$1  000—1  QQQ 

227 

100 

38 

20 

41 

$2,000-2,999  

194 

100 

49 

22 

29 

$3,000-3,999  

150 

100 

60 

6 

34 

Nonmarried  men: 

Less  than  $1,000   ... 

53 

100 

36 

21 

43 

$1,000-1,999  

75 

100 

31 

11 

59 

$2,000-2,999  

64 

100 

30 

14 

56 

Nonmarried  women: 

Less  than  $1,000     .. 

323 

100 

22 

21 

57 

$1,000-1,999  

304 

100 

29 

10 

61 

$2,000-2,999  

73 

100 

47 

15 

38 

1  Reporting  on  unit  and  family  income,  and  on  homeownership  where  applicable. 
'  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  12.18. — Family  income  by  unit  income  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Units,  liv- 
ing with  relatives,  by  beneficiary  status  and  income,  1962 


(In  thousands] 


Family  income 

Number 

Beneficiary  status  and 

report- 

unit income 

ing  1 

Less 

$1,000- 

$2,000- 

$3,000- 

$4,000- 

$5,000- 

$7,500 

than 

1,999 

2,999 

3,999 

4,999 

7,499 

and 

$1,000 

over 

Married  couples 



Total: 

Less  than  $1,000  

71 

25 

22 

14 

9 

2 

$1,000-1,999  

336 

130 

61 

49 

17 

59 
49 

20 

$2,000-2,999  

267 

135 

45 

15 

23 

$3,000-3,999  

191 

109 

13 

25 

44 

$4,000  and  over  

321 

98 

113 

110 

Beneficiaries: 

Less  than  $1,000  

39 

9 

11 

12 

7 

$1,000-1,999  

259 

94 

44 

45 

13 

51 

12 

$2,000-2,999 

230 

112 

41 

15 

43 

19 

$3,000-3,999.  _ 

143 

80 

11 

17 

35 

$4,000  and  over  

228 

87 

85 

56 

Nonbeneficiaries: 

Less  than  $1 ,000  

32 

15 

11 

2 

2 

2 

$1,000-1,999  

78 

37 

17 

4 

4 

8 

6 

8 

$2,000-2 ,999  

37 

23 

4 

4 

$3,000-3,999  

48 

29 

2 

8 

9 

$4,000  and  over  

94 

11 

29 

54 

Nonmarried  men 

Total: 

Less  than  $1 ,000  

275 

50 

57 

24 

38 

29 

51 

26 

$1,000-1,999  

250 

55 

23 

26 

29 

68 

49 

$2,000-2,999  

137 

23 

23 

22 

20 

49 
6 

$3,000-3,999  

40 

19 

4 

11 

$4,000  and  over  

74 

22 

28 

24 

Beneficiaries: 

Less  than  $1,000  

148 

17 

20 

15 

25 

21 

35 

15 

$1,000-1,999  

211 

45 

19 

22 

25 

60 

40 

$2,000-2,999  - 

109 

17 

17 
6 

20 

17 

38 

$3,000-3,999-   

23 

2 

11 

4 

$4,000  and  over  

30 

4 

17 

9 

Nonbeneficiaries: 

Less  than  $1,000  

127 

33 

36 

10 

14 

8 

15 

11 

$1,000-1,999  

39 

10 

4 

4 

4 

8 

9 

$2,000-2,999   

30 

6 

6 

2 

4 

12 

$3,000-3,999   

17 
43 

13 

2 

2 

$4,000  and  over  

18 

10 

15 

Nonmarried  women 

Total: 

Less  than  $1,000  

1,346 
689 

156 

194 

139 

154 

120 

288 

295 

$1,000-1,999  

162 

63 

74 

89 

136 

165 

$2,000-2,999  

145 

54 

16 

16 

30 

29 

$3,000-3,999  

48 

20 

7 

7 

14 

$4,000  and  over  

84 

29 

18 

37 

Beneficiaries: 

Less  than  $1,000  

615 

59 

51 

62 

81 

54 

150 

158 

$1,000-1,999  

535 

122 

49 

57 

68 

108 

131 

$2,000-2,999  

109 

41 

12 

12 

24 

20 

$3,000-3,999  

24 

12 

5 

2 

5 

$4,000  and  over  

53 

23 

8 

22 

N  onbeneficiaries : 

Less  than  $1,000  

731 

96 

143 

77 

74 

66 

138 

137 

$1,000-1,999  

153 

40 

15 

17 

20 

28 

33 

$2,000-2,999  

35 

13 

4 

4 

5 

9 

$3,000-3,999  

23 

7 

2 

5 

9 

$4,000  and  over  

32 

5 

11 

16 

Reporting  on  unit  and  family  income. 
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Table  12.20. — Financial  assets  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution 
of  units  by  value  of  assets,  by  beneficiary  status  and  living  arrangement,  1962 


Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

Beneficiary  status  and 

value  of  financial  assets 

- 

No 

Rela- 

No 

Rela- 

No 

Rela- 

relatives 

tives 

relatives 

tives 

relatives 

tives 

present 

present 

present 

present 

present 

present 

Total 

Number  (thousands): 

Total           .                         _  . 

3,968 

1,477 

1,500 

902 

3,493 

2,836 

Reporting  on  financial  assets 

3,604 

1 ,382 

1 , 176 

872 

2 ,648 

2 ,619 

Total  percent                               -  _ 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None 

23 

42 

41 

42 

34 

47 

$l-999__  . 

18 

15 

15 

19 

21 

18 

$1,000-1,999   

7 

10 

5 

6 

9 

7 

$2,000-2,999  

6 

4 

7 

7 

5 

5 

$3,000-4.999  

8 

8 

4 

7 

6 

7 

$5,000-9,999    - 

11 

8 

10 

8 

7 

7 

$10,000-14,999  

6 

5 

5 

4 

4 

2 

16 

7 

9 

5 

9 

5 

5 

1 

3 

2 

5 

2 

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units  ^        _  . 

$1,935 

$440 

$405 

$355 

$605 

$155 

Units  with  as.sets  i  .... 

3,930 

2,840 

2,980 

2,440 

2,230 

2,150 

Beneficiaries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total           .        ...  ..... 

3,219 

1,106 

996 

603 

2,139 

1,647 

Reporting  on  financial  assets 

2,957 

1 ,038 

845 

594 

1 ,762 

1 ,505 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None    ._        .              ._  .... 

23 

40 

38 

38 

29 

39 

$1-999       .  .... 

19 

16 

16 

21 

20 

19 

$1,000-1,999                                 -.  ... 

8 

10 

6 

7 

9 

8 

$2,000-2,999  

6 

5 

8 

8 

6 

7 

$3,000-4,999   

8 

7 

4 

8 

7 

9 

$5,000-9,999  

10 

9 

12 

7 

8 

8 

$10,000-14,999  

6 

4 

5 

4 

5 

3 

$15,000  and  over          .  . 

15 

8 

9 

5 

10 

5 

4 

1 

3 

3 

5 

2 

Median  value: 

$1,850 

$525 

$595 

$470 

$905 

$485 

3,730 

2,650 

3,240 

2,230 

2,440 

2,250 

Nonbeneficiaries 

Number  (thousands): 

Total    __         _  _   

749 

371 

504 

299 

1,354 

1,189 

Reporting  on  financial  assets  ... 

649 

343 

331 

278 

885 

1,114 

Total  percent    _      .              .  .  .  

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

None                                            -     .  -  .  . 

25 

46 

50 

50 

41 

57 

15 

14 

16 

14 

20 

16 

$1,000-1,999-     .     .       .      .  ... 

6 

8 

4 

5 

7 

5 

$2,000-2,999  

5 

2 

5 

5 

4 

4 

%^  nno— 4  QQQ 

6 

12 

5 

5 

5 

4 

$5,000-9,999  

12 

4 

5 

10 

6 

6 

$10,000-14,999  

5 

7 

5 

5 

3 

2 

$15,000  and  over..   

21 

6 

7 

6 

7 

5 

Amount  not  reported   .... 

6 

2 

1 

6 

2 

Median  value: 

All  reporting  units               .   .  

$2,515 

$200 

(') 

(*) 

$250 

Units  with  assets  

6,080 

3,370 

$2,620 

$3 , 280 

1.770 

$1,880 

'  Computed  from  $500  groupings. 
50  percent  or  more  of  the  units  have  no  financial  assets. 
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Table  12.21. — Changes  in  financial  assets  of  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage 
distribution  of  units  by  type  of  change,  by  living  arrangement,  1962 


Change  in  assets 

Married 
couples 

Nonmarried 
men 

Nonmarried 
women 

No 
relatives 
present 

Rela- 
tives 
present 

No 
relatives 
present 

Rela- 
tives 
present 

No 
relatives 
present 

Rela- 
tives 
present 

Number  (thousands): 

Total    

3,968 
3,629 

100 

1,477 
1,331 

100 

1,500 
1,156 

100 

902 
833 

100 

3,493 
2,784 

100 

2,836 
2,625 

100 

Reporting  on  changes    

Total  percent  

Increase  

11 
19 
70 

8 
17 
75 

7 
16 
77 

8 
14 
78 

7 
27 
66 

5 
15 
80 

Decrease    

THE  AGED  POPULATION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


405 


Table  12.22. — Assistance  from  persons  outside  household  for  units  aged  62  and  over — 
Percent  of  units  receiving  assistance,  by  age,  type  and  amount  of  assistance,  income 
group,  and  living  arrangement,  1962 


AQGy  XypG  a-IlQ  RmOllIlL  OI 

8iSsist3.nc6,  a<n(i  income  group 

Married  couples 

Nonmarriec 

Nonmarried  women 

Total 

No 
rela- 

present 

Rela- 
tives 
present 

Total 

No 
rela- 

present 

Rela- 
tives 
present 

Total 

No 
rela- 
tives 
present 

Rela- 
tives 
present 

IN  um  D6r  t^tnousanQs )  * 









Total  fifTf^d  fi4 

1    1  OQ 

DOo 

Q7ft 
O  <  o 

07n 

108 

oUO 

_ - 
46n 

Tots-l  3<g6ci  65  3,ri(l  over_  

5  445 

3  968 

1  477 

2  402 

1  500 

902 

6 , 329 

3  493 

2  836 

Reporting  on  incomes 

1 ,  ooy 

1  f»R1 
J  ,UOi 

508 

/  oO 

AOO 

313 

1  QR7 

7Q7 

lot 

1     1  Qfi 

iVIidcile  third 

1  572 

1  175 

397 

708 

'iOo 

255 

1  ,  OlU 

Q7n 
y  /u 

oiv 

TTifrVi  thirrl 

1  578 

1  186 

392 

730 

447 

283 

1  233 

J  ercent  receiving 

Contributions  find/or  bills  p3.id*  ^ 

\ged  62-64 

2^ 

3 

g 

(2) 

o 

7 
< 

Q 

c 

o 

g 

3 

10 

12 

g 

9 

10 

7 

9 

10 

7 

13 

17 

11 

4 

4 

4 

4 

5 

3 

12 

15 

8 

2 

2 

g 

Contributions: 

Aged  62-64    

) 

(2) 

3 

4 

Aged  65  B.nd  over 

o 

2 

2 

] 

1 

g 

g 

(V 

o 

Low  income  third 

g 

4 

2 

3 

g 

7 

IV^iddle  income  third 

2 

2 

2 

2 

3 

y 

a 
o 

o 

1 

\ 

g 

g 

4 

Bills  paid: 

I 

\  I 

2 

4 

5 

V  / 

4 

4 

3 

2 

3 

4 

g 

2 

g 

g 

4 

TjOw  income  third 

Q 

g 

g 

5 

9 

12 

g 

IVIiddle  income  third 

2 

2 

2 

2 

g 

4 

\  J 

f  2") 

\ 

V  ^ 

3 

3 

2 

v.'OnLriDuijions  Hnu/  or  uiiis  pariQ 

of  $100  or  more: 

Affpd  fi2— fi4 

1 

2 

3 

4 

('2') 

4 

g 

2 

A.ged  65  and  over 

2 

3 

2 

4 

5 

2 

7 

9 

5 

4 

5 

3 

6 

7 

3 

8 

12 

6 

IVIiddle  inconie  third 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

7 

8 

5 

JEligh  income  third 

1 

(') 

1 

2 

2 

1 

6 

7 

4 

Contributions  of  $100  or  more: 

Aged  62-64  

1 

(2) 

1 

(■•^) 

2 

4 

1 

Aged  65  and  over 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

4 

3 

Low  income  third,  .  

2 

2 

2 

1 

(2) 

2 

4 

5 

3 

Middle  income  third__  

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

4 

4 

4 

High  income  third  

(2) 

1 

1 

1 

5 

6 

4 

Bills  paid  of  $100  or  more: 

Aged  62-64  

1 

(2) 

1 

3 

4 

(2) 

2 

2 

2 

Aged  65  and  over  

1 

2 

1 

3 

4 

1 

4 

5 

2 

Low  income  third  .  

2 

3 

1 

4 

7 

1 

5 

4 

Middle  income  third  

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

3 

2 

High  income  third  

{') 

(') 

(^) 

1 

1 

(») 

2 

] 

'  Units  receiving  contributions  and  also  having  bills  paid  are  counted  only  once  in  the  total.    Bills  for 
medical  care  are  not  included  in  these  data,  but  are  included  in  the  health  care  data. 
2  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  12.23. — Contributions  for  support  and  large  gifts  to  persons  outside  household 
made  by  units  aged  65  and  over — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  regularity  of 
contribution  and  by  whether  making  large  gift,  by  living  arrangement,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Subject 

. 

Total 

No 
rela- 
tives 
present 

Rela- 
tives 
present 

Total 

No 
rela- 
tives 
present 

Rela- 
tives 
present 

Total 

No 
rel  a- 
tives 
present 

Rela- 
tives 
present 

iNumber  (thousands): 

Total    

5,445 

1,477 
1 ,470 

3,968 
3 , 907 

2,402 
2 , 128 

902 

1,500 

1,236 
1,230 

6,329 
5 , 736 

2,833 
2,806 

3,496 

2  ,930 
2,918 

Reporting  on  contributions  for 
support 

5 , 377 

891 

Reporting  on  large  gifts 

5,358 

1,467 

3,889 

2 , 118 

887 

5,714 

2,796 

Contri  outions 

Total  percent  .... 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Contributing  regularly 

5 

4 

5 

5 

4 

5 

2 

1 
99 

3 

Not  contributing  regularly  . 

95 

96 

95 

95 

96 

95 

98 

97 

Large  gifts 

Total  percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Making  large  gift 

4 

3 

4 

4 

3 

4 

3 

3 

4 

Not  making  large  gift         .     .  . 

96 

97 

96 

96 

97 

96 

97 

97 

96 

Table  12.24. — ^Contributions  for  support  and  large  gifts  to  persons  outside  household 
made  by  units  aged  65  and  over  with  and  without  living  jchildren— Percentage  distri- 
bution of  units  by  regularity  of  contribution  and  by  w^hether  making  large  gift,  1962 


Subject 


Number  (thousands): 

Total  reporting  on  living  children.  _^ 
Reporting    on    contributions  for 

support  

Reporting  on  large  gifts  

Contributions 

Total  percent  

Contributing  regularly  

Not  contributing  regularly  

Large  gifts 

Total  percent  

Making  large  gift  

Not  making  large  gift  


Married  couples 


With 
living 
children 


4,( 


4,627 
4,610 


100 


100 


Without 

living 
children 


733 


727 
725 


100 


100 


Nonmarried  men 


With 
living 
children 


1,600 


1,327 
1,321 


100 


100 


Without 

living 
children 


791 


791 
787 


100 


100 


Nonmarried  women 


With 
living 
children 


4,907 


4,322 
4,303 


100 


100 


Without 

living 
children 


1,402 


1,396 
1,394 


100 


100 
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Table  13.1. — Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and 
over  living  alone — ^Expenditures,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  a 

v'omen 

Item  of  expenditure 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Non- 

fici- 
aries 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Non- 

fici- 
aries 

Number   reporting   on  ex- 
penditures (thousands)  

3,016 

2,498 

518 

627 

479 

148 

1,874 

1,272 

603 

Total  average  expenditure  ^ 

$1,759 

$1,711 

$1,991 

$1 , 200 

$1,244 

$1,056 

$1 , 100 

$1,147 

$1,002^ 

Food 

918 

890 

1,051 

624 

632 

601 

468 

486 
660 

431 

Housing.    .  . 

841 

821 

940 

575 

612 

455 

631 

571 

Table  13.2. — Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and 
over  living  alone — Expenditures,  by  beneficiary  status  and  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Beneficiary  status  and 
item  of  expenditure 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

Total 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and   expenditures  (thou- 
sands) 

761 

966 

945 

145 

205 

243 

291 

586 

770 

Total  average  expenditure  . 

$1,203 

$1,593 

$2,360 

$705 

$1,029 

$1,645 

$741 

$929 

$1,317 

Food  

644 

835 

1  ,192 

391 

519 

858 

345 

399 

544 

Housing           .  _  . 

558 

758 

1,168 

314 

510 

786 

396 

529 

773 

Beneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and   expenditures  (thou- 
sands) _ 

632 

876 

703 

84 

178 

192 

150 

392 

591 

Total  average  expenditure 

$1,216 

$1,594 

$2,291 

$724 

$1,082 

$1 ,619 

$800 

$962 

$1,330 

Food       . .  _ 

652 

832 

1,142 

396 

541 

825 

370 

412 

549 

Housing        _                         .  . 

563 

762 

1,148 

328 

540 

794 

430 

550 

781 

Nonbeneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and   expenditures  (thou- 
sands)                   -  .  . 

129 

91 

241 

61 

27 

51 

141 

194 

180 

Total  average  expenditure  . 

$1,138 

$1,585 

$2,559 

$680 

(') 

$1,742 

$678 

$861 

$1,274 

Food  

606 

863 

1,335 

385 

984 

318 

374 

527 

Housing  . 

531 

721 

1,224 

294 

757 

360 

487 

746 

'  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50.000. 
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Table  13.3. — Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  62 
and  over  living  alone — Expenditures,  by  beneficiary  status  and  age,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Beneficiary  status  and 
item  of  expenditure 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73 
and 

over 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73^ 

over 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73 
and 
over 

Total 

Number   reporting   on  ex- 
penditures (thousands')  

( yo 

1   o^  K. 

i  ,  ^iO 

1  no 

323 

OTA. 

y4o 

Total  average  expenditure  .  . 

$2,188 

$1,877 

$1,585 

$1 , 489 

$1,217 

$1 , 183 

$1,351 

$1,171 

$1,031 

Food    

1,137 
1  051 

975 

832 

782 

668 

583 

605 

512 

425 

Housing  _   

901 

752 

706 

549 

599 

746 

658 

DUO 

Beneficiaries 

Number   reporting   on  ex- 
penditures (thousands)  

222 

1  432 

1  066 

36 

237 

241 

132 

691 

Ool 

Total  average  expenditure  

$1,883 

$1,791 

$1 , 603 

(') 

$1,192 

$1,296 

$1,251 

$1,198 

$1,085 

Food  

927 

928 

839 

652 

611 

556 

521 

444 

Housing.  -   .   

955 

863 

764 

539 

684 

695 

677 

640 

Nonbeneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  ex- 
penditures (thousands)  

574 

369 

149 

65 

67 

82 

142 

236 

367 

Total  average  expenditure  ... 

$2,306 

$2 , 209 

$1,454 

$1,663 

$1,308 

$851 

$1,443 

$1,093 

$944 

Food  

1,218 
1,088 

1.159 

786 
668 

917 

722 

502 

650 

487 

395 

Housing      . 

1,050 

746 

586 

349 

793 

605 

549 

1  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 


Table  13.4. — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 
aged  65  and  over  living  alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  ratio,  by  bene- 
ficiary status,  1962 


Ratio  of  expenditures 
to  income 

Married  couples 

Nonmarried  men 

Nonmarried  women 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Total 

Bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands) 1  

Total  percent-.  

Under  50  percent    _         .  _ 

50-74  percent  . 

75  percent  and  over   

2,671 
100 

2,211 
100 

460 
100 

653 
100 

498 
100 

156 
100 

1,650 
100 

1,135 
100 

514 
100 

53 
29 
18 

51 
30 
19 

64 

23 
13 

33 
30 
37 

30 
29 
41 

43 
31 
26 

25 
32 
43 

26 
31 
42 

23 
32 
45 

'  Includes  a  small  number  of  lodgers,  who  were  excluded  in  tables  13.1-13.3  where  food  and  housing 
expenditures  are  shown  separately. 
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Table  13.5. — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 
aged  65  and  over  living  alone— Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  ratio,  by  bene- 
ficiary status  and  income  group,  1962 


Beneficiary  status  and 
ratio  of  expenditures 
to  income 


Total 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands) *  


Total  percent. 


Under  50  percent  

50-74  percent  

75  percent  and  over. 


Married  couples 


Low 
in- 
come 
third 


Beneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands) '  


Total  percent. 


Under  50  percent  

50-74  percent  

75  percent  and  over. 


Nonbeneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands) 1  


Total  percent. 


Under  50  percent  

50-74  percent  

75  percent  and  over. 


761 
100 


632 
100 


Middle 

in- 
come 
third 


129 
100 


100 


876 
100 


91 
100 


High 

in- 
come 
third 


Nonmarried  men 


Low 
in- 
come 
third 


945 
100 


703 
100 


241 
100 


52  90 
40  10 

8  {') 


168 
100 


93 
100 


Middle 

in- 
come 
third 


233 
100 


75 
100 


202 
100 


High 

in- 
come 
third 


31 

(2) 


252 
100 


202 
100 


51 
100 


Nonmarried  women 


Low 
in- 
come 
third 


291 
100 


150 
100 


141 
100 


•  Includes  a  small  number  of  lodgers,  who  were  excluded  in  tables  13.1-13.3  where  food  and  housin^ 
expenditures  are  shown  separately. 

Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
'  Not  shown  where  0.5  percent  or  less. 
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Table  13.6. — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 
aged  62  and  over  living  alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  ratio,  by  bene- 
ficiary status  and  age,  1962 


Beneficiary  status  and  ratio 
of  expenditures  to  income 


Married  couples 


Aged 
62-64 


Aged 
65-72 


Aged 
73 
and 


Nonmarried  men 


Aged 
62-64 


Aged 
65-72 


Aged 
73 
and 


Nonmarried  women 


Aged 
62-64 


Total 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands) 1  


Total  percent. 


Under  50  percent  

50-74  percent  

75  percent  and  over. 


Beneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands) 1  


Total  percent - 


Under  50  percent  

50-74  percent  

75  percent  and  over. 


Nonbeneficiaries 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands) 1  


Total  percent. 


Under  50  percent  

50-74  percent  

75  percent  and  over. 


688 
100 


1,590 
100 


1,082 
100 


100 


330 
100 


323 
100 


250 
100 


200 
100 


1,267 
100 


944 
100 


36 

(2) 


250 
100 


247 
100 


122 
100 


488 
100 


323 
100 


138 
100 


61 
100 


100 


76 
100 


127 
100 


1  Includes  a  small  number  of  lodgers,  who  were  excluded  in  tables  13.1-13.3  where  food  and  housing 
expenditures  are  shown  separately. 

'  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  13.7. — Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and 
over  living  alone — Expenditures,  by  tenure  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Tenure  and  item 
of  expenditure 


Renters 

Number  reporting  on  tenure 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands)   

Total  average  expenditure  

Food  

Housing  

Owners,  total 

Number  reporting  on  tenure 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands)   

Total  average  expenditure  

Food  

Housing  

Owners,  home  not  mortgaged 

Number  reporting  on  tenure 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands)   

Total  average  expenditure  

Food  

Housing  

Owners,  home  mortgaged 

Number  reporting  on  tenure 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands)   

Total  average  expenditure  

Food  

Housing  


Married  couples 


Total 


657 
$1,875 


945 
929 


2,359 
$1,727 


910 
817 


1,984 
$1 , 633 


909 
724 


358 
$2 , 262 


922 
1,340 


Bene- 
fici- 


548 
$1 , 807 


894 
913 


1,950 
$1 , 684 


889 
795 


1,645 
$1,591 


889 
701 


292 
$2,214 


891 
1,323 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


109 
$2,210 


1,201 
1,009 


409 
$1 ,933 


1,011 
921 


340 
$1,838 


1,007 
831 


65 

$2 , 477 


1,057 
1,419 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


280 
$1,263 


676 
587 


348 
$1 , 148 


583 
565 


301 
$1,022 


565 
456 


45 


(M 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


220 
$1,278 


673 
604 


259 
$1,215 


596 
618 


222 
$1,076 


568 
507 


0) 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


60 
$1,211 


685 
525 


88 
$951 


543 
407 


79 
$868 


555 
312 


(1) 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


816 
$1,140 


463 
676 


1,059 
$1,070 


472 
597 


943 
$1,009 


464 
544 


108 

$1 , 582 


542 
1,039 


Bene- 


552 
$1,173 


481 
692 


720 
$1,126 


490 
636 


624 
$1,056 


481 
575 


90 

$1,606 


550 
1,050 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


264 
$1,069 


426 
642 


338 
$951 


435 
515 


319 
$917 


432 
484 


18 


(1) 


'  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  13.8. — Average  food  and  housing  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and 
over  living  alone — Expenditures,  by  tenure  and  income  group,  1962 


Tenure  and  item  of  expenditure 


Married  couples 


Low 
in- 
come 
third 


Middle 
in- 
come 
third 


High 
in- 
come 
third 


Nonmarried  men 


Low 
in- 
come 
third 


Middle 
in- 
come 
third 


High 
in- 
come 
third 


Nonmarried  women 


Low 
in- 
come 
third 


Middle 
in- 
come 
third 


Renters 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands)   

Total  average  expenditure  

Food  

Housing  

Owners,  home  not  mortgaged 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands)   

Total  average  expenditure  

Food  

Housing  

Owners,  home  mortgaged 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands)   

Total  average  expenditure  

Food  

Housing  


196 
$1,196 


204 
$1,809 


197 
$2,565 


$794 


95 

$1,115 


107 
$1,674 


116 
$831 


578 
617 


491 
$1,165 


876 
933 


668 
$1,474 


1,339 
1,225 


588 
$2,211 


421 
372 


$604 


540 
574 


$916 


940 
733 


111 
$1,375 


348 
482 


166 
$684 


499 


67 

$1,548 


823 
651 


93 

$1,973 


1,191 
1,020 


156 
$2,676 


351 
252 


(1) 


486 
430 


780 
594 


10 


24 


(1) 


(1) 


345 
338 


(1) 


696 
851 


829 
1,144 


1,015 
1,660 


1  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  13.9. — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 
aged  65  and  over  living  alone— Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  ratio,  by  tenure, 
1962 


Tenure  and  ratio  of  expenditures  to  income 

Married 

Nonmarried 

Nonmarried 

couples 

men 

women 

Renters 

Number   reporting   on   income   and  expenditures 

(thousands)   .    

597 

268 

736 

100 

100 

100 

Under  50  percent                                              -    - 

38 

24 

18 

50-74  percent-  .  __  .  -  -  .  -  -          —  - 

37 

29 

34 

75  percent  and  over           .    — 

25 

47 

48 

Owners,  home  not  mortgaged 

Number   reporting   on   income   and  expenditures 

1,746 

280 

805 

Total  percent  -    . 

100 

100 

100 

59 

44 

34 

50-74  percent  

26 

27 

28 

75  percent  and  over    

15 

29 

38 

Owners,  home  mortgaged 

Number   reporting   on   income   and  expenditures 

(thousands)--  -     .  -   

316 

43 

99 

Total  percent-  -  _-   

100 

(') 

100 

Under  50  percent  -  - 

50 

13 

28 

36 

75  percent  and  over.  -  . 

22 

51 

•  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  13.10. — Ratio  of  food  and  housing  expenditures  to  income  of  nonfarm  units 
aged  65  and  over  living  alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  ratio,  by  tenure 
and  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Tenure  and  ratio  of 
expenditures  to  income 



Low 
in- 
come 
third 

Middle 

in- 
come 
third 

High 

in- 
come 
third 

Low 
in- 
come 
third 

Middle 

in- 
come 
third 

High 

in- 
come 
third 

Low 
in- 
come 
third 

Middle 
in- 
come 
third 

High 

in- 
come 
third 

Renters 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and   expenditures  (thou- 
sands).     .  .     -  _ 

196 

204 

197 

66 

95 

107 

116 

280 

339 

Total  percent  .    _ 

lUU 

1  nn 

iUU 

1  nn 

lUU 

1  nn 

iUU 

Qnn 
yuu 

100 

1  nn 

IUU 

100 

100 

Under  50  percent                 _  _ 

11 

24 

TO 

78 

18 

11 

41 

3 

4 

34 

38 

54 

19 

17 

30 

35 

11 
86 

32 

44 

50 

22 

3 

65 

59 

24 

64 

22 

Owners,  home  not  mortgaged 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and  expenditures  (thou- 
sands) _ 

491 

668 

588 

69 

99 

111 

166 

281 

358 

Total  percent     

lUU 

1  nn 

lUU 

1  nn 

1  nn 

1  nn 

IUU 

100 

1  nn 

IUU 

1  nn 

iUU 

1  nn 
IUU 

Under  50  percent.. 

29 

56 

88 

_ 

Jo 

on 

70 

14 

15 

56 

50—74  percent-         _  _   

38 

32 

9 

25 

30 

25 

19 

28 

33 

33 

11 

3 

51 

40 

67 

57 

11 

Owners,  home  mortgaged 

Number  reporting  on  income 
and   expenditures  (thou- 
sands)    

67 

93 

156 

9 

10 

24 

9 

21 

69 

Total  percent  

100 

100 

100 

(>) 

(1) 

(1) 

(1) 

100 

Under  50  percent  .   

6 

33 

78 

16 

50-74  percent  _   

31 

43 

19 

45 

75  percent  and  over   

63 

24 

3 

39 

'  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50.000. 
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Table  13.12. — Food  expense  of  farm  and  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and  over  living  alone — 
Average  expenditure  and  percent  spending  less  than  $300  per  person,  by  source  of 
food  and  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Source  of  food 


Married  couples 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


Number  reporting  on  source  of 
food  (thousands) 

Total  reporting  

Any  food  without  direct  expense  

Homegrown  

Other  

No  food  without  direct  expense  

Average  dollar  amount 
spent  for  food 

Total  reporting  

Any  food  %vithout  direct  expense  

Homegrown  

Other  

No  food  without  direct  expense  

Percent  spending  less  than 
$300  per  person  for  food 

Total  reporting  

Any  food  without  direct  expense  

Homegrown  

Other  

No  food  without  direct  expense  


3,207 


2,666 


542 


658 


491 


166 


1,894 


1,081 
1,046 
58 
2,126 


$886 


936 
910 
45 
1,730 


$858 


146 
136 
14 
396 


$1,018 


158 
143 
27 
500 


$609 


122 
109 
19 
370 


$619 


36 
34 
8 
130 


$581 


318 
245 
82 
1,575 


$467 


671 
674 
532 
994 


30 


662 
666 
(1) 
964 


31 


729 
735 
(') 
1,124 


26 


397 
401 
0) 
676 


19 


383 
385 
0) 
697 


17 


"618 


24 


362 
363 
364 
488 


27 


0) 


22 


18 


0) 


0) 


13 


0) 


11 


20 


>  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  13. 13. — Food  expense  of  farm  and  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and  over  living  alone — 
Average  expenditure  and  percent  spending  less  than  $300  per  person,  by  source  of 
food  and  income  group,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Source  of  food 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

Low 

Middle 

High 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

in- 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

come 
third 

Number  reporting  on  source  of 
food  and  income  (thoumnds) 

Total  reporting  . 

849 

1,015 

974 

158 

213 

251 

293 

593 

785 

Any  food  without  direct  expense  

Homegrown  _                       _  _ 

414 
384 

349 
349 

222 
222 

75 
67 

42 
36 
6 

33 
33 

100 
84 

120 
70 

79 
75 

Other 

50 

20 

24 

53 

4 

No  food  without  direct  expense  

436 

666 

752 

84 

172 

217 

193 

475 

707 

Average  dollar  amount  spent 
for  food 

Total  reporting.  _.   

$613 

$815 

$1,167 

$388 

$516 

834 

$344 

$400 

$539 

Any  food  without  direct  expense  

Homegrown    

552 
548 

685 
685 

853 
853 

326 
318 

V  ) 

(1) 

304 
320 

357 
329 

418 
414 

Other  

551 

(') 

396 

(') 

No  food  without  direct  expense  

671 

883 

1,260 

444 

554 

873 

365 

411 

553 

Percent  spending  less  than 
$300  per  person  for  food 

Total  reporting   

58 

28 

11 

40 

16 

7 

48 

33 

16 

Any  food  without  direct  expense  

Homegrown                    .      .  _ 

67 
68 
66 

42 
42 

21 
21 

49 
51 

(•) 

52 
49 

47 
52 

39 
41 

Other  

31 

38 

No  food  without  direct  expense  

51 

20 

8 

12 

6 

44 

30 

14 

1  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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Table  13.14. — Per  capita  food  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  65  and  over  living 
alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expenditure,  by  beneficiary  status,  1962 


Per  capita  expenditures 


Married  couples 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


Nonmarried  men 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 


Non- 
bene- 
fici- 


Nonmarried  women 


Total 


Bene- 
fici- 
aries 


Non 
bene- 
fici- 


Number   reporting   on  ex 
penditures  (thousands)  __ 

Total  percent  

Less  than  $300  

$300-399  

$400-499  

$500  and  over  


3,020 
100 


2,500 
100 


520 
100 


627 
100 


479 
100 


148 
100 


1,880 
100 


1,278 
100 


603 
100 
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Table  13.15. — Per  capita  food  expenditures  of  nonfarm  units  aged  62  and  over  living 
alone — Percentage  distribution  of  units  by  expenditure,  by  beneficiary  status  and 
age,  1962 


Married  couples 

Nonmarried 

men 

Nonmarried  women 

Per  capita  expenditures 
and  beneficiary  status 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73 
and 
over 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73 
and 
over 

Aged 
62-64 

Aged 
65-72 

Aged 
73 
and 
over 

Total 

Number   reporting   on  ex- 
penditures (thousands)  

800 

1 ,801 

1 ,218 

103 

304 

323 

274 

930 

950 

Total  percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 



Less  than  $300  

11 

20 

35 

8 

12 

24 

14 

22 

30 

$300-399  

20 

23 

24 

15 

13 

16 

12 

13 

23 

$400-499  

14 

18 

14 

20 

12 

15 

12 

20 

17 

$500  and  over_   _   

56 

39 

27 

57 

62 

45 

62 

44 

30 

Beneficiaries 

Number   reporting   on  ex- 
penditures (thousands)  

222 

1 ,432 

1 ,067 

38 

237 

241 

132 

695 

583 

Total  percent      _  - 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Less  than  $300  

18 

22 

33 

13 

20 

18 

19 

28 

$300-399  

33 

25 

25 

12 

14 

14 

13 

21 

$400-499  

18 

18 

15 

10 

15 

16 

23 

1  "7 

$.500  and  over    

31 

36 

27 

65 

51 

52 

46 

35 

N  onbeneficiaries 

Number   reporting   on  ex- 
penditures (thousands)  

578 

369 

151 

65 

67 

82 

142 

236 

367 

Total  percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Less  than  $300  

8 

14 

45 

9 

9 

38 

10 

32 

33 

$.300-399  

14 

17 

22 

12 

18 

20 

10 

9 

15 

27 

$400-499  

12 
66 

18 

10 

15 

21 

15 

14 

17 

$500  and  over 

51 

23 

64 

52 

28 

71 

39 

23 

1  Not  shown  where  base  is  less  than  50,000. 
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